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Introduction 



;^ The cole of "the pipprietaryi schools in extending 
:pa^t'secandaTy edi^^ oppprtimities^ to tlie public has 

; not been wide^ knciwi/nfor well, understood; Although these 
^ sthools-have existed in one form oif another since ^lonial 
days (Katv?, 1%73; WilmsV 1974^^, they were not included iii 
educat4io^^l planning at the. postsecondary level, until the/; 
i970s. The defining of postsecondary education as a broadigr 
- / term than higher education , as provided for in tlxe Educatioli 

new recognition to proprietary . 

^ " After revieWi^ Lenning Cl974,i P- 4) 



stated: 



^ * ' K; of many diverse groups of students 

7/ : V i^are not : being ade^q^ met in our c611e£:es and 

/^^^^^ Far greater diversity exists among 

our students than among our approaches to students. 
We neexi to reevaluate 
> ; - benefitsTpf^dif^ ami programs 

l^^-/'- ^ and try to reverse the trend toward hbmogeneity 
^i^^^V t system of higher edticlttion 

during the last two decades of greatly increasing 
■[■■■ diversity among students, , / 

Proprietary schools offer specialized instruction that 
is primarily oriented to the learning of skills directly 



related to an occupation. Ttes.e schools have vlong provided 
an al ternatiye to colle^^ education xwi^h^^^^^ less titili - . 



tarian and more comprehensive phiiosd^hy: education. As 
"farvback as 18,81, President James A. G.&£ield observed; that: 
. ; . The business 

originated are k prbt■^^st against; that capital 
defect in ourj Schools and colleges which consists , ^ 
in their .rejBusal to give a training for business 
; life/ CFull3on/ 1969, p. .1^ 

Prior^^to passage of tfite Smith Hughes Vocational Training 
Act in 1917, the proprietary schools provided th« ftrincipal 
source of occupational education and training for busiivess, 
trade, and technical occupations (Ny.strom,' 1973) • However , 
evenjji^^ l^he development q£ pti^ic vocational schools and 
community colleges, large niiotbers of students have still been 
enrolled in numerous proprietafry schools. A national enroll- 
ment of 3 million students in 10,000 proprietary schools has 

been estimateJ^by EiseAberg ' (cited in Wilms , 1974b ,^ j) . 

■ . ' . ■ - . • ■ ■ ■ •■ ' ■ 

Katz Ci973) has estimated an enrollmcfrnt of 614,940^studentfs 

in 589 proprietary schools in Illinois. 

The designation proprietary school has generally appear- 
ed in the literature without any distinction between schools ' 
offering res id^nt^ instruction and those offerihg home study 
(instruction by correspondence) . Most, if not al^,' of the 
steadies d^f students in proprietary sc^ols have excluded 
students in home study programs. Ther;6 are pblrious methodo- 



logicsil :rea;5ons for excluding these students; but , in doing 



so; ffare mtist bis taken not to assume that the characteris€ics 
of ^ stti4©nts^ in resident progrMis can he generalized tQnthe. 
total The large differences between ^ 

these two modes of instruction would logically imply differ- 
ences between the schools and- their students; 

There are relative^ly few home -study_schooIsv but they 
enroll two - thirds of the proiprietary!^^chool students nation- 
ally CEisenberg, cited in Wilms, 1974b, p. 2]. The estimates 

" - ' ■ ■ ' .'• •■ • " ■ ■: '-^ ' ■ • ■ • ■ ■ 

by Katz C1975) included 46 honle-^tudy schools 

-•■.■.'<■ . '- • ■ ' ' ' ■ . ■'^ ''^ . ■ . ■ 

enrolling d total of 500,000 students* This would leave an 
estimated 543 resident-instructibn schools enrolling about' 
115^000 students. Only the students in resident programs , ; 

. • ■ • ' ■■ ■ : .«v^ • - . ■ . ■ • • ' ^ ■' ■ : ■ . ' ' ■ 

' were/included in the study undertaken here. 

t ^ ^ Review of 4he Literature > 

Studies of the students enrolled^'in the proprietary 
sector date back onl^tb the mid ^19605,^^^^^^^^^^ the? s|budies 

h^e been based almost entirejLy upon irifo^^ obtained 
^f rom school personnel'J^rather than direct!^ from the students 
CBelitskyj 1969; Enns, .NeWshim ^ Swansoni^ 1^^ » 
Podesta, 196:7; Waldrip, 1^66; Weathersby 1974} . 

r ' Hoyt (1968> repor^ted on a serieis of studies carried out 
fi:pm 1962 to ^1967 on a group defined, as sp:ecialty oriented 
s^^dents^ These^ studies included secondary and, po^tsecondary 
students enrolled' in private and public school's Tl 
specialty ;,or^^^ student was characterized as: 

whose motivations toward educational 



built ip^gely around a desire ^ 



■ w 



to acquire a specific Occupational sjcill or S6t 
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skills/ Courses-designed to Broa^ his 
potential for avocational living have little or nt) / 
appeal to this student. He may 
V expressing relatively 'more interest in bei^g trkin- ; 
ed than in being educated; CHoyt, 1968, p. 170) > .. 
A study of private vocational ~?choQls in Oklahdma CBra- 
den, Harris, § Krisha^, 1970) included information from 
3,000 students .who,had beeiT graduated from thVse schools; 
The stud^ concluded that: ./ ' 

^ > - students in private schools are therefor^^^ 
mature^ adults whose, ^niajer concern is/ to gain a 
skill that Kill hel|) them get" a ^b^ 
' V :t^h.e ones they" have |ield previously. Because they 

' ' ■ ' ' ■■ '■■ ■ ■■ / ■ ■ ■ ' ' ' ' ^ ' •• ■ - " • 

are in < hurry to complete this/ training, they ■ 
. .usually do not like study suMects other than S " s 
* ^ v^he ones directly related to^^ their employment ' 
, . 'goal. ^ tBraden § KrT|han, 1971, p. 203) 

•The American Institutbs for Research CAIR) conducted a - 
comparative study of studeiit^ in proprietary ^d" nonpr6pri-, 
e_tary schools in four m^jori metropolitan areas -CWbliaan, ' 
Campbell , Jung , . § Richards , ! 1972). >^The . finding^ indicated 
very similar background/profiles for the proprietary and ^ 
fionproprietary school /Students, althougl^^hnic minority J \ 
, students were fouhd^^omewhat more frequently in jthe;nonpro-^^^^ ^^ i : 

prietary sectofT. / * i . 

•■ ■' ' /■ ' ; ■ ■ ■ ' ' . . '. ' 

^Wilms Cl974aO ; citing methodolqigical difficulties in < 

. ■ ... ■■■ .■■■■ /:■ ■■ ■ ■■ ■ . • •■ ■■■ ■ ■ ' . . --v^ 



/ 




^^f ^' * comparative study of proprietary 

fnd p^bliV schools and their students/ The findings did not 
-si^pbTt a^conclusion* of definitive differences betweeirthe 
s^dents^ in] the two sectors . ' Contrary to the AIR study , 



^^^^s did. find g greater representatioji' of _ethnic minbrity • 
students iii the proprietary sector than in the public sector. 
Difference's in the types of school s^Jicluded in the' two 

• studies may account for this difference in' the findings. 

instrument used injbhe annu^ Cooperative Iristi ty- 

* tional Re'search Program pf^the American Council^ on Education 
was administered to students' in fifteen selected proprietary 
S^chools iri th.e fall of 1974 'as a 'pilot study CChris^ian, 1974 
I.e. 1975)', Although restricted to "^aiccredited business 
schools and trade and technical schools,, and" the sample 
purposiVely selected, this study was of interest as the first 

I attismpt to make comparisons of proprietary school students 
■:l to Students in the two-year and four -^ar coll e^:iaj:e sectors. 
: j " The study showed that although ift;^oprietary. students ' 
came from lower socioeconomic levels and had dif- 
ferent demographic and educati^^ 
: . • « they were Very similar to their fresli^eii classmates 
/in colleges aivd universities in terms of li5^ goals , 
^ values , and social attitudes and J)ehaviQr . ^Ghris- 

. tian, 1974, i.e. 1975, p. 21) ' ' 

, I As a result of the_pilat_ study, a more extensive ^tudy 
was| cond^^cted during" the fall of 1975 as part of the Cooper a 
ti\^b Institutional Research Program. °TKI findings of that .. 




study were not available at the time of this writing. 

From eomparisons of V^he^ f^^^^ reported in the litera-;^ ' 

tureV there appeared ;ti 1)0 sevetal factors iji the compositlbiiT - 
o£ the samples that exerted an iiifluence on the findings. 
One of *these, as previously mentioned, was the type of odcu- 
patton^l program included in the study. Another facttir was - 
whetheu or not the sample included only accredited schools. 
.The fact that only accredited schools were eligible for par- 
ticipation in federal financial aid programs would introduce 
an obvious bias 'in this regard . / ^ 

• Katz Cl975)^s prbyided" a descriptive overview of the 
proprietary sect^i; in rilinois, kith, speciali attention tb. . . 
the relationship between these schools and their respective 

regulatory agencies m the State. One of the conclusions of 

■ . ■ . • ■ ■■ ' I . 

■ ■ '■■ . ■■■■ ' ' ' ■ ■ ^ ■ ■ . ■ y \ , ■ ■ . 

that. Study w^s the need for a comprehensive profile of the —'^ 

■ ■ ■ ■ f ■ . / ■ ■■ ■ ' ■ ■ ■ ■ ' ■, ■ . ■ 

s^tudents enrolled irt Illinois proprietary schools. : : " 

The diversity of the- pi-oprietary sector coupled with 
sampling differences in the studies -completed to date has 
resulted in contradictory and incomplete- findings . The 

y reported here was an attempt' to provide cemprehensiye . ' ' 
data about the characteristics of students enrplled in 
resident. pi'oprietary schools in Illinois. 
. ' / r Methodolbgy /. ' 

Comprehensive lists of the business, sel^*improvement , ■ 

arid vocational schools in Illinois were obtained from the 

. ■ / ■ . ■ ■ ^ »■■ ■ 

Illinois Office of Education. A complete listing of barber 

■ ' -[ ■ . ■ ■ ' ■. ■■ . ■ \ ^ 

and cosmetology schools was obtained from the Illinois y 



Office; of Education and Reg-istfation. The list' of truck- 
driving schoolfs was obtained froi^ the 111 inoia Secretaty of 
State., proportionate random sample, stratif.ied-b.>r_the-,_ 
above types of scKools, dfa^^ £ro^^ 

^30 schools to yield as^ampfle of 35 schools. Two schooll \ 
declined to particif)ate and were replaced. Responses were 
then obtained ^1 35 ^schools. Driver-training schools, 

flight-training schools, home study spMDOls, and the sole 
mortuary science school were excluded from the study. 
Schools operated^ as not-for-profit institutions were also 
excluded. ' \ ■ . .-^ ' ',. .:\ 

v-.!^ The schools were , paid to administer the instriment to 
all of their postsecondary students Ce^eluding . those still 
in high school) who were enrolled during the suinmer of 1975. 
This recited in 1,432 student responses. The proportionate 
sam]^ling of the schools had not been prefcisely equal 3f6r 
each type of school, and two" types had heen oyer^sampled to 
provide sufficfient numbers of students, to compensate, the 
student respoinses were weighted to provide for an equal 
probaibility of selection C-ll) from each of/ the 6 types of 
schools, ^yielding a weighted s?anpl^^ of 1,400 respondents.' 

The survey instrument was m6deled largely after the 
Student Profile Section of the American College Testing 
Pi^gjanr's assessment form CACT, 1974) and Vtlieir Careerr Plan- 
ji'ing 'Profile Booklet CACt', n.d.). Instruments used in other 
studies (Christian, Note 1 ; Wilms, Note 2; Volman, .Note 3),, 
were alsp^ reviewed and corftributSd to the final form of the 



iiistrument^ as -shown in appendix A • The jjistrumenj: Wasv 
pretested with students "at the Manpower" T:^|^ri Center o£ 
iSbuthiern "Illinois -University at Carbondal'e . As a resuft . 



-nibdifications were made to provide better response choices 
for older students, espe'cially married women. " - ^ * 

' ■ ^ • - . . '■■ ■ - ■ ■ *■ > ' '■ : ■ ■•• r 

The instrument was also translated;into Spanish 'in 
order- to gain the participation of one -schpol iji the samp^^^^ 
which enrolled a large number of students who were not ■ . 
fluent in English." Special care was- taken tp reitairi as much 
^as possible of the tone and shades olP meaning of the .English 
version of the instriiment. I- ' 

V Visual verification of the keypiunched data against tl^ 
original student responses yielded a coding accuracy of 99. 6 
percent. Analysies oj^ the data were carried out V^y means of 
thg Statistical Package for the Social Science^ CNie, 1^75) 
using, cl^- square and pn^' way;analysis of variaiiQe testsV ^s 
appropriate' to the variables at handV to determine statistic 
cal significance. Where interval -^ley^ variables wrfre 
involved, the eta statistic was used to determine the amount^ 
of Variance accounted for by anothjer ^ variable . Dif i^ef ences 
were systematically explored for type of school , sex, marital 
status, age, and race. Where: logically/appropTiate,' other 
differences \^ere also investigated. ' . ' - 

Student characteristics were obtained and analyzed in • - 
five generj?l> areas: i) demographic and family bi^l^groiiii^/^^^^^^^ 
2) high' school background, 3) experiences after^high school, 
and ^reasons f or chopsing the present Sfchobl , 4) experiences 



9. 




ill' the ^^ite sent ;^)^ future expept at ions arid Job 

•attitudesi';^''^''''.. ;... . j,^''::. ■ r 

■ ^.jk^j^ tx^^X:ssij^^ and 'find- 

ings <)f; this "stii^t have beenVr&|rorte^Q?^h^^^^ unpublished 
dis&ertatipn*'' CJiihlin, Note 4) , .A 5umirialry of the percentage * 
responses sex and tjype of s'c^iopl is shown in appendix . B. 
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..«,^' '■ ■ ' Findings , '''")'■ 
Using tyb methods of estimating, an average figure pf 
20'rPOO students was found^ t^ enrplled in the study pop u*^ \ 
latipn during tl^e summex o£.1975. However / propriet^iry * ' 
schools hive been found to enroll new students continuously 
during the. year, often for programs o£ less than one year's 
ditration. Consequently, it may be moor e appropriate to speak 
'Of the number of new students admitted during a 12 -moi^th 
pei|iod as a measure of the imp of these schpols. An, 
estimated 55, 000 new students had enrolled in t](ie study pop- 
ulation scKools during months prior to 1 July 1975. 

The responses reported below have b^eji normalized to > 
exclude nonre§pondents to individual it e?nsi The item re^ 
spohse rate's were generally in excess of 90 percent dnd can 
be derived from Appendix B*^ ' ^ . 

Persoi^al and Family Background . 

- * Woiiien were fo^d^^ men by a ratio of 2:1. 

■ This yariabl^ 1^ illusrtratiye^^f the .differences among the; : 
tyjpies of schools. No women were found in truck-driving 
schools, but more than 9 out 10 cosmetolbigy students were 

■-\ \> ■■. ■"■"A' . . :: ,.:\., ^ \ ' ■ ■■■ 

women. J Ah even ratio was found in barber schools^ reflecting 
recent increases in the number of women enteri^^ field. 
Jfomen'held a 7 : 3 majority in schools ahdl' a 3:2 

majority in self -improvement sGhools. Men held a 3:2 majors 
ity in vocational schools. ^ 

Haljf of the students were single, 40 percent were mar - 
ried, and 10 peixent reported !?1:heir status as "other .V 



Althougli men were som^liat m6r likely than women^tb be 
married, the majority bf^ married students were Women. Stur 
dents indicating their marital status as "other" were more 
than 10 times as likely to be women than men, giving the 
impress,ion that these school^ are seen as sources of 'employ 
ment; skilly for women whose expectations- have suddenly cha 
and who are in need of financial, s , , 

A idean dge of- 27 was found for prbprietary school stu- 
dents, with k standard deviat4^iKof 9 years/ ^The^^m^^ 
a^e 20,^ accounted for only 1 6 percent, while 2 8^ percent^^^e 
over the age of 30. This broad distribution, is in shaA 
contrast to the age-cohort generally ^merging from the sec- ] 
oiidary .schools a«d entering the collegiate sector. Women 
tendeii !to be 2 years younger than the men (g. < ^.0001) . Self- 
improvement Students were' the oldest , and cosme>tology and 
business students we^e tie yotingest (£ < .005) , with a dif- 
ference of almost 4 years. Married students were 8 years 
older than single students <i. 0001) • ' 

The students weriB found to be Almost equt^iy divided ^ 
between whites and libnwhites, with 525 percent , ' white; 24 
percent,, black; 5 percent, Spanish -sneaking American; 4 per- 
cent, Chicano; 3 yper cent ,• American Indian; 1 percent, ^r en- 
tal; and 9, percent, "other." (Only i percent failed tc 
respond at all.) Students who responded "other" were gener- 
ally immigrants from Europe and South America. Women showed 
a greater tendency to be nbnwhite than did'^the men (g. < .0001) 
A larger than expected number of students with marital status 
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^^v^ 1^ black .0003) . Black and Ghicano students ' 

i;€yrid than white students (£ « .03). Self- 

''^^ ^^^ and barber schools were predominantly w 

I i^v held a slight majority in the business and 



iff- r. ^fco^tpltr^y schools (2. < .0001); 
'}'•' * b :^l^ore; than 9 out of - 10 stude 



-S/^-' 



ents.were residents of Illi- 



noised 7 (Hit^^^^ had atteij^ed high school in Illinois. 

L^s^ ^|fan l (9/ut of 10 were not citizens of the United States/ 
hvtt^ani)^ ! out o£ 10 nonresidents were hot ^citizens. Two- 
thirds Q^p/ the nonres idents Were "^men ; twice the expected value , 

and weref found primarily in the vocational and truck-4riving 

. . . ■ " • • • - ■ ■ - . - ■ . ' ' ■ 

■ si:ho.ols'."" . ■ ' v-' ^ ' , \ ■; 

Stud^ents reporting a physical disability wer^s equally ,: 

^ividec between men and ^tfomen and accounted. for 7 percent of 

|e total. Meiivwere i:wi.^e as likely as women to have ^^eport- 

ya' disabilit^icY ■ . / .^ 

■ '''^ ' '-'Mi \ ' ■ " ^ ■ 

Previous Bjixitaxy enrperience was reported by 17 percent 
of the Students, \iMlud-^r„g 4 5 percent of the men and 2 per- 
cent Of the wonit^n. were more than & years older 

than nonveterans, were thaji twice as likely 

married, and were more likely to beVwhite. Ali^ost one-^^ 
of the veterans had sei;V(|d in Vietnam. While vthree- fourths • 
of all veterans Were foiiiti^ in business or vocational ^ 
veterans comprised almost ^j^q- thirds of the truck-^drivin^^^^ 
■students.' .• ; ' ii^,.. ' 

. - Three out of five students had attended high school in: 
a $mall community , population less than 50,000, and one out 
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^'f: ^iv^ been" in a m^^ population over one millio^. 

. ;Tii'o ciinulative proportion o£ students by l&vel of faniityf 
'income pyjagjr^ssed almpst liheairly up through the $2o',QOp " 
level. A -fajiily income under- $3,000 Was reported by 10 pei- 
cent; 22 percent reported under $6,00.0; 39 percent under- 
$9,000; 52^ percent. under $12,000; 67 petcent iindVr $15,000; ' 
and 83 percent under $20,000, / Racial diffei^iences accounted 
for 17 percent of the variance ixi fan^^.ly'lncotfie^^^^^C^ 
Blacks, for example, were four times fmore 1 ikelyr) thin Whi to^^^^^ 
to-regrt a family income under $6,000 and only > li|itle iji^^i^e' 
than onej;^<iurth as likely to report an income of .i^OyOOO 0:1^ 
-WOT© •' Women were generally from less affluent families thatt 
were meli (2^ .0001). The type of school attended accounted 
^ for 7 percent of the variance in family income Cp. < .OOOl) .' 
Busihfsss and cosmetology students were geneirally the least ' ji 
^affl-ueit, and self -improvement and vocatiMal students Were! \ 
the most affluent. This finding reflect^ the interactions ., 
between sexf, race , an^ income . Students reporting^* marital ; • 
status as ••other" r6p9rted the lowest family incomes, while ■ 
married students reported the highest family income leVels. 

• pi^|erences by^ge were not significant tfi. > ^25) for 
family income, but accounted for qiiid' third of the yar^^^ 
in tax dependency on parents < . 0001) . Only one-fifth 
Of the stiidehts indicated that they were claimed a:s a Ifaxi 7*/ 
exempt ioii by their parents. Almost three-fourths of- tKdse 
.reporting tax dependency wercf^under the age of 21, fejireseht- 
ing 6 <)Ut of that age group. Tax dependency was not 



significant as a function Of sex « •07) but was for ra^^^^ 
(£<. 00013. One-fourth of the whites reported tax depen- 
dency, compared to one-tenth pf the blacks and bne-teath of 
the combined Spanish- speaking Americans and Chicanes, even 
though the whites tended to be pidef. Marital status ^account- 
ed fpir 18 percent of the variance in depende (g. < .0001)^. 
Nine-tenths of thosV reporting dependency were single, repre- 
senting 4 out of 10 of the single students. It was unknown 
to' what extent older jsjttjjdents, married students especially , 
might have intf rpr^r:^^^ rather 
than their parent§^^^ In either case, it represented 

a mefisure of ^he student's 'ability tc pay f of education. 

For almost 9. out of 10 students;, neither parent had 
completed 4 years of^cojlegeo For mere than one-third, 
neither parent had completed high school^ and for one-siixth, 
neither parent had advanced beyond , the eighth grade. The 
parents oft younger students tended to have had more edticatioh 
than those ^Qf oldef^jstudents < .OOOl) . The pjarents of ^ 



Chicano and Spanish-speaking students tended to have had the 
least education, followed by blacks, while white parents had 
had the most education fp < tOOOl). » / 

Two- thirdi^' reported' ^ iA a blue-' 

collar category. >SXightly more than half reporte<| mother^ s 
occupatidn as housewife. Differences in father's occupy 
were significant (£ < . 0001) among the types of schools , but 
differences in mother's occupation were hot significant 
(£ » .07). Mothers of ypungej^jjjj^ tended to have worke|i 



1 





outside the home more frequently. Fathers o£ white students 
were the most likely to have white-rcoXlar jobs. Mothers, of 
Chicario and Spanish^ speaking students were the least likely 
to be working outside the home; almost jio difference was 
found betweefi' white and black mothprs (£ < ^. 0001) . - 
High School tnckgxxi ^unc • 
Seven out o| LO students reported having completed high 
schboIi C^n^^^^ 12 percent had attained a' GED certificate or 
were^s^ri a^GED program. ' Se|f- improvement students were the 
most likely to have compl0.ted hij:h school, aiyi cosme tol ogy 
students were the least lijcely (£ <\.Oaoi). -Men were twice 
as^likely its women to* have the; (JED equivalent. Students 

; , ■ .y-, • . ■ ■ ■ . , ■■ ■ . : . . _ 

with the marital status "other" .were less likely. than single 
or marriedl students to have a high ?chool diploma^ or equivs.- 
lent v(£ < \0001) Chic^iio students were much less likely to 
have a high school diplom^ than were bracks. While whites 

were the mo^t likely to have reached this educatidnal level 

^ ■ ■ ^ . ' - y. ' * ■ ■ ■ ' ■ ■ ' ■ ■ ■ ■ 

< .0001) . . ^ - 

Younget students were more likely than older studeoits tic 

have attended high school in- Illinois C2. ^ .0001). Women 

were more likely than men to have attended an Illinois high 

school (£ = .0002). Spaaish-speakirig students were by far 

the least likely to hav,<^attended high school in Illinois, 

while whites^ only slightly more likely tjian blacks to ^ 



y 

./■ ■ ■ 



hav'eV^ifl^ (£ < .0001) . ; , 

Slightly inore than one -fourth o£ the stJuderits had been 
in a college-preparatory curriculum; tiiote tlian ^ ^ut of i 




had been in a genereU curriculiua; and 3: 10 had beei^n a 
.business or vocational curriculim. White students were 
almost twice as likely to have been in a college-preparatory 
curriculum than were the nor Bai; - r anJ cosmetology 

i»LUd#nts were the least likely to have been in a college- 
preparatory curriculum and vocational studei^rts were the most 
likely (p^< • 0001) . ; . . / • ; ^ \ 

*' One'^^Qurthfof th^ students reported a ligh school grade 
f>ay^^^e of. .'J^^^^ Women report: 

^>ed^omewhi^i^Vbetter pei^ < .ObOi). Black 

iStudents^^^^y^^ the> lowest grade javferfige and whites re 

^I^brte^ the highest tg^ < .00010^ f ' / \/ V 

Almost 6 out of 10 j:epcrted;ha iipper 
;half of their hig^i >chppl xl^^^^^ and mor'e than one -fifth had 
been in the upper: quart ile. Controliihg for sey , the type 
of scjiool showed no significant di:«^rence in (tiass r^nk £^ 
men (£ a .64), but accounted for 6 percent of the varianc^ 
ftfr women .0001). r 

Half of the srudeats had participated in more than one 
high school extracurricular activity, one-thdrd reported one 
activity ar^a, andfe only 16 percent did not teport ^any extra*- 
curricular kctivities . Chicano and Spam sh- speaking student! 
were the least likedy to have participat«^d in these lie tiyi^ 
ties , and white st^ the most likely taili^tye 

;ed such participation* Ce^ < . 000*1) - Trucl'-d^ivittg* Is tudieiit^s^^^^^^^^ 
were the least likely and self -improvement jtudeiitJ:$ w^^ the 
most likely tp haye repotted theie actiyitiesf. 



Forty percent of the students considered their high , :^ 
scJ; aol education to ffave been above average ("good,"-' or — 
/'^'^''^lent") . '^hose in a collegfe-preparatory curriculum were 
the mp$t likely to have giveii an above average rating; Those 
in a general curricultun were, the least likely (^^ < .0001).. 
Black students were less likely than White students to report 
■ an above average rating CSi < .0001). - 

Almost hat£ o£ the studeints- i^eported havi^^^ held part- >^ 
time j^bs while in high school; less tHan one.-third did not 
•repott any experience while in' high school. Men gener> , 

ally had i^o|^ work; expe Work- ; - 

study prqgi^ams - . 001) . " Ypunger studenfs reported part- 
time emJioyirie^i^ In^^ 

older students; wen though woken were over-represented among 
the younger students (p : ; 00^^^^^^^ students were the 

mo^'t^^:^ 1^ p^rt-time jbbs i^hile in h^gh school > 

oV^v^f^l-time ^^^'3^^ during the sunuaer; \^^ 

cans were the' least likely. ^ / 

" Veriences After High School > . 

Almost 4 out of 10 students 
tl)ie first year out of high school; \and a little le^s than 
oiie- third went on for further education that year. Only 3 
r^rcei : had been seeking find were uiikble to find steady „ 
employment that .year .f However, ^ the proportion' who were 
unemployed inereased alrngS^^^^^^^^^ frt>m that first year 

out of school to ^the time they 4ecided to attend a propri- . 
erary school . Younger students were more likely than qlder 



/students to have gone on to school that first, year and w0re 
also five times more likely to have*been unemployed. White , 
Students were' the least likely' to have beeii^tmemployed and 
were the most likely to have gone on for fiu-ther educ^^ion 
immediately afterSHigh school/ 

\ Sixty percent of the students had attended at least one 
other postse^ndary school before, enrolling in their current 
school * They were equally as liJeely to have attended a f our- 
year school as ^a two --year school and were only v slightly more 
l-ike^y to have attended a business of vocational -technical 
school. They. K^re more likely , to have been in the public 
farther than in the private sector. Mep were more likely than 
women to have attended- ayothei^ sc^ 

fbur-ye€^r. tollege , .or to have been in a/ home -study C^orres- 
pondehceX progrOTi (£_ < . 0001) . Spanish^ speaking and Chic^^^ 
students were the" least likely to have attended anbtlaer ji 
school . These sttfdents and the black students were more^ 
\ likely V to have attended a two-year schooT than a £oux-y6ar 
s^ool; the oppoysite was true for white students^ Blacks 
were twice as likely as whites tg have attended, a noncolle^^ 
giate school, either public or private (£ <i . 0001) . Self- 
impfovement and vocational students were the most likely to 
have attended another school; cosmetology students were, the^ 



, least iikeiy . Students who had been -^in; a college 
curricul^iun in high school were much more likely to have 
attended another school and more likely to have atteDded a 
four-year college. 



• Slightly more students Hird been employed just pVior yto 
attending their present schaol thaiPwas foxind for the £i/rst 
year after high schotyi. Only half as many had been in schoqi 
and f ive times as many had been unemployed >, The prc|port ion 
of men ^w^ were ^employed had increased sharply since the 
i^i^rs t year out of high school , while the proportion of wjfcien 
» ha4^/ deer e^^d very slightty^ Women were twice as likely; to 
have reported their principal activity as keepirig/house at 
this time than was found ♦right af^er hi school. Men were 
almojst S^quall)r^^^ likely as women to Jiave been in schopl^or 



to have been unemployed just prior' to enroHment ^ • OPOl) • 
llie prpp^OLrt i,p o f nonwhites wit^i full - time /j obs decreased 
after the f irst year oiit of high schppl,_while the ^pro'por-^ 
tion of whites with f^ll-timey pbs 5*i^ The proper- - 

tion in school, declined f ot all 'lother" racial .^roiip. 

The proportioft:--d# unemployed students increased for alV V 

racial groups, . . • x/ v 

' • . • '.• -.1 \ .V, '. . ■■/^;:^-^- '/v--^ 

Slightl)^ less than jpne- fourth of the students re^ox^j^d 

a personal ijicdme , of $9^,000 or more just pr tor to entering 

the school. Men and plder students reported higher incomes 

C£;< .0001), with a difference of 15 years bej^ween the mean 

ages of students in the lowest^ and the highest incpm^^^^ 

MarT^ied;v-;stii^ reported the highest peTs:6i)ial income 

Self -improvement students reportea" theSh^ personal 

incomes; and cosmetology studejats reported the lowest i 

White stlidents and i^art- time students had the hi^^^l-^er^^^ 

sonal ^ncomes , respectiyely> tl^- - " 



/, ■■■■■■■ '^•■■.^•■y y.i^'^. 20... ■ ■ 

. : : ■■■>'•■ ' ,. ■ . i. ' ■ ■ , : . ' V,. , • ■•■ • 

Alipiost half p£ the Students were living less than 10 
mr^s from the school when they decided to enroll; one-fourth 
lived* more than 25 miles away i and only 7 percent lived more / 
/than 100 miles away. Truck-driving students came from the * 
gfeatest distaiKre-. Men came from farther away thaiji did 
woken (£ < .OOCil) . There was only a slj.glit tendency fpr v 
whites^^^io^have come from fart heiv away the other students • \ 

. Advertising and the ^dvic^>of friends who had at^tended 
the schools were by fai^the. two most frequently cited sources . 
.of information about the schools. Differences among the 
types o^f schools were significant C£ < .0001) for 5 of the 7 
possible respoifte items'. For example, the response to adver-' 
tisijig as a source ranged from 78; percent-i^f the truck-driv- 

ing students to^nly 11 percent of the barber studenrts ; but , 

^ - • . '. \ 

conversely, the advice o^ friends was reported by 49. percent V 

of barber iktudents" and only 12 percent;6f truck-driving 

students./ Public agencies were a more frequent source of . 

infdfmation for ^Usinfess; studeii^s^^^^ for the other students, ' 

•for^students wi'^th the marital statues, of "other'"' than for ' \ 

single orvm'arried sVudents; and for m for whites 



or for>the other: m 

• •O'O^il?^^ - also. . 
^txtind by s^x v^^^^W^ 

An emphasis on praQticia;! as the most v 
important factor in the cho^t^e/^o a school and was rated 

"very important" by 7 out of 10 students;. This was followed 

in decreasing importance by the o;ffering of a: specialized 



program, the reputation o£ tie school, and six other cons id'- 
eratioiis the iast ef" which ^w^^^ an offer "oiE financial assis-. ' 
tanc^ . Again , differences aifLi>ng^ the types of schools were 
significant for t)iese responses' and resulted in changing the 
qrder of , importance for several of the items . Differences 
"Were also found in thie iii^ortance pf these- factors by level 
of famia.y income • Cast, jolv placement ability^ and financial 
a^^pistance were more important (j^ < .0001) fc^ lower income 

' ' , ^ ■ ^ ^ ■ ' • ■ ■ : r \ ■ 

itlian for higher income students. \ 

Almost half of the students repc^rted seeking skills in 
order to obtain employment, another 18 percent were seeking 
new skills in order to change |obs, and another 8 percent 
were seeking promotions in thieir current gobs. A little 
more, tharf one-fifth rej>orted their goal as self ^improvement , 
hot related to a specific job. Th^ latter response was more 
likely to have come from a self-improv«aent school than from 
any of the other schools, but only 38 percent of the self- 
improyement students gave that responsie. Men were more like-^ 
ly than women to have reported self improvement as their gdal 
Experiences within the Proprietary Schools ■ 

Full-time enrollment was reported by 60 percent of the 
students and part-time enrollment was reported by 38 percent* 

•No sharp demarcation was found betweien full-time and part- 
time students in the number of hours they ^attended school . 

More full-time than part-time studeirts were in school more 
than 25 hours per week; the converse was true for less than 
21 hours per week. Wide diffe^rences in full-time status and 



the number of hour§; • , 

types ,o£^scJuool5^^^^^ jiaost likely to 

;be fiil^^^ while self- improyemerit sti;iden^ were the least,> 

likely. Part- tim^^^^^ twice as likely as full --time 

; students 1;o have reported self- improvement as their jgbal. 

y . , Almost, two ^thirds of th^x.^t^ 

theVday. Bai^ber students were tj^r^^^ likely to be in day 7 
programs and/ self -improvement stujtents Were the^most. likely ^ 
tcfeb^e in evehjjijp, progirajas,^ - Women: were, moire likely "than men 
tcjii;/liave been in a day program, .Single studen^ts / younger 

, Students, .and full-time students wpre moTe: likely th^^ their^ 

7 count#l^arts to haYj^:|Mgen in a day program. ^ > 
Six out of 10 students were living j^h t^ 

apartment, almpst oneftMrd were^li with parents or rela- 

• . ■■ ' • • . ■ " ' '■" .. . ■ ■ .' • ■ 

tives, and only 2 percent were living in school -provided 
housing. Women were somewlifl^t niore likely than men to have 
been living with their parents. Significant differences 
(5. < .0001) in the place of residence were found among the : 
types of schools. X 

Half of the students reported' that they- were not working 
while enrolled in^^ but almo!# 3 out of 10 were work 

more than 35 houSlj^M^ week. Women were less likely than men 

.' .. ■ . ■ -."l- .... ■■ ' ■ ■ ' ■ ' ■•'■■V-::.. . - ■ \ : ' ■ /■ ■ , 

to have ^been working i White students were more likely than 
the other racia^^ g^^^^ Again, ' the 

differences among theytypes of schools were significant 
(p < .0001). ' ^. 

Considering potential services which the students^ 



^s!;f^. s.-J^tii^ helpful, j qb placement %)is ty far ■ ; the" most ' 

W^^iiyf-^^M&^i^ai^ ■ This was expressed most frequently by 

^vu^; and least, frequently by students in. 

siieif -Imptrovement s chbo Is . Finahc ial aid cpyns bl ing and f ind- 
fv - ing a piit- 1 ime j ob whil e attending school wer* the next most 
S"^5 ; ii^equently cited seryices. Only 7 percent expressed interest 
f ^ • > f ^^^^ 6 percent Teportied ^interest in >• :^ 

:^ h Assistance in finding a place tCK^i-Me* 

jvi ; "^^^ . ^ Three out of 10 students expressed a rt4|ed to improve, 
their study skills , and more than one -fourth expi^^ssed a 
need to improve their reading skills. Slightly less tl^n v 
one -fourth wanted help with mathematical skills iand 1 out of 
5 students expressed interest in educational and voca-ffonal . • 
couns el ing. One out of 6 reported a need' for itelp in express - 
ing ideas in writing, ^ and 1 out of 7 was int er e s ted in p er - 
sonal counseling. Racial differences were generally signifi- 
cant for these responses, as were differences among the types 

of schools i ^ ' ' V^'' 

;^ . : : " Costs of attending proprietary -schools were found to 

vary widely among the types of schools , reflecting variations 
; ; ■ ^ . in the lengths of the programs offered, among "other factors . 
Program duration accounted fpr almost one^%ottrth of the ' 
>};■ variance in cost (£. < .OOJ^l) . Among full-time students, the 
type jof school kccoimted f or 20 percent of the' variance in ^ 
In terB^ of tdiil dollars , self "^impy-oyemfent programs 
were the least expensive^, while business and> vocational r : > 



programs were tjie 'most expensive . Three out of 10 students 



•/■'••;.:-..f.-:c--; 



m^v:W^^ or l©5s; one^hir<i^^^r J 

*0: $^ ; and 4 percent reporte<i cost in ,|xcess ;of 4 $3 ,000 . 

Onei-fourth; of the students were in ptdgrams of 3 months 
or less. ; More than half were in programs of months^ or ; 
: v; V^ ; l^ssj and 7 but'^of 10 were in program ^ • 

: C^^^ in programs exceeding- 2 yiears, • • v 

; . / Almost 6 put af 10 students were "very sure" of their 

^ ; occupational choipe; and pnly 1 but* of 8 was *'not sure at 

y -all." Barber and cosmetology students were the most certain. ' 
Almost two - thirds were "very satisfied^' with their choice of 
schbol program^ ^^hd only 6 percent were The ' 

adequacy of the school was rated abpye average 6y 62 percent 
and bejlow average by" only 9 percent. ^^^'- A^ 10 : ^ 

students responded tjjjat they were "very likely" to complete 
their program; only 2 percent felt^'they were not likely to X- 
\\- ' ..finish. "\ ^ . ■;. ■"■ /'^^ ' ^ . ' 

_ Almost two-thirdsj3f the students considered the ins truis'*- . ' 

tion in their^ schools to be better than wHiat they had experir^ 
* enced in high school; only 13 percent Consi^ be \ 

^- worse than in high school. Men were m^ women > 

to rate their current school higher than their high school 
Ce < .OOOX) . Differences among the types of ^^^^^ / 
significant (£< .0001) and showed the highest comparative • C; 
' .rating Sv for self -improvement and vocational schools and the y^- 
; ^ loVes^ ratings for cosmetblogy and Iruck-driylng s^hoolst ' ^ || 
^ Six out o£ 10 students considered their chances of 
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y^-^^^-^ri^rvi^^^^ '■^•■"V--t ^^.V^■ V' r ■: : '. 



getting ai jto^ cbmpletinj^ tJ»ii^^ to be "prWt% # 



^oiod!-; only 5 "hot too gooi 

White student tended to be a^il^jiF ^re op^damistic tl»n 





the other grbtips * ^J^vuck-^iyinn stuQmxLl0 

Veiv^ tlie Il^ast opt schools 

(£ » /. 0d4) . ■ 'V:- 

The most f reqilentlyy cited sowa:^^ ^ 
expenses was the student • 5 own incellp ot savirigsrand was " 4 ^ 
reported by 4 out of 10 stiuients. Almost, bne --four tl^ci ''-'W 
pare^ltai support • White students were md;re likely thin the 
other racial groups to cite these, two sources , while rionwhite 



students were more likely to . have been recipients of BEOG or 
CETA awards. Black students were four times m^pre likely than 
yhite students to have reported a loan or deferred payment. v 
Single and married students were three times more lifc^^ 
students with the 5iar ital ^^^s of "other" to cite family; 

support for their school costs. Women were twice as likely 
as men to cite family support a^ more likely than men 

to have been recipients ofBEOG or CETA awards.- Veteran's 
benef its were reported by 1.0 petcent of thp^ students and by 
2B percent of the men. BEOG, GEXA, Social; Security and other 
forms of federal assistance were reported by less than 10 
percent of the Students respectively. ^ j^'^ 
Differences in sources of financial support among the 
types of schbbls were somewhat influenced by the .proportions 
pfi. accredited schools writhin each group, siiice only accredited 
schools werp el^gxDie to partici'^ac in most federaJ r^o-. ? 




Qf th^ s£udehts eaaK)i:ted in accredited schools, li^ p&i^csxit ; , 
hiP BEOG OGT SEOG asicards., l^^^^^^^i^^ repprtfeii v^eran' s^bene-* 

fl^ts, 6 pexcent reporteil State Guaranteed Loans, and 1 percent 
^epeoTted Natfonal I)irec# Studietnt Loans. However, 13 percent 

^ tthfe Students in imaccr,edited schools reported the use d£ 

■ ' ^ • ■ ■ . . •■ ■ ' ' • ,' '• ' . • ' - ' ' . ■ ■ 

tES^ fxmds as cdmpsxed Eo only 7 percen^^^^ the studen.ts in 

edited sclipols (j) - . 0003) . - 

Accr^ited schoois^ikccounted for only 15 of the 35 
schools in the sample, but enrolled almost two -thirds of the 
students in the*^ sample. 
Future Expectations and Work Attitudes 

Almost oiie-tMrd; of the students expected to attain a^t 
least a bachelor ' s degree as their highest level of 6ducation; 
only 13 percent did not expect to advance beyond a higl^ 
school diploma/ ' Half of tlie s 

level of educatipn- to be 'a technical or business, diploma , br; 
a two-yea|r degree. Men generally had higher levels of expeg- 
tation than'did woinen (p • .0002) . Chicaiio and Spanish- 
speaking 'students had the lowest expectations (£ . 0001) : ^ 
Vpcatipnal school students had the highest expectations and^:; 
barber studeiits had the lowest (p « .0001} w ; 

When asked what type of school the.^.migtt attend in the* 
future, moire than 9Q percent responded.' Of these, a little , 
more than half indicated a public institution; one-third, a 
private school home ,studyV and 7 percent, "other." 

Thre.^out of 10 would ^attend a two-grea,r college, a four-y^ar 



:oll^e . or a ^ : :nal t«»chnicai school; respective!^ 



>* ■ 



"tlie collegiatip llevel, tiie studeiits vere three times^mor^^ W^ 

lakely jtp at tcMfi'a public tJiaii a private instil 

the- Vocational -^echnic^ they were twice '^iJie^-^i^ 



atjbend a pri^saFC:^ school ^ a 'pgmlic school Men w^ sjomie- 
what more likety than women to i»ve indicated: a JP^^^^^ 
cqllega, whil women wera more likely 'to histye cSi^^ two- 
}yiBair- college f • 004) • '• • . \' ^ 



Although one-fourth lua^d r^orted that th^)|;c^^ beein 
working just pl?ior to beginning their prdgrarf^ qWy 4 percent 
expected npt to be working after completing the program. 
While almost half had previously had an aimua^^^^^^^ 
\than $3,000, less than half expected ^to be eaijniiig und > / 
$12,000 in 3 -to 5 yeirs. Almost 9 out of 10 4^ 
ekpecting an increase, in income.' Men reported higher incom^^ 
expectations than women, did ol4?r st^d^^tsi^ 
studentsV^andSifeite students , resp^ctiv|jy The 
type of school accounted for 6 perceiit'^<5^^^ tjtefe^ in 
expected income, with sotlf -improvement 

the highest income epcpectat ions and cbsmetO|^^^^ students the 
ioW9S|t: income expettjatj^ons. / ■ 

. Tlie. students were asked to rate six job characteristics 
on a .4-step scale from '"not important" to "very important.'' 
Interest in the job; (doing work that isj enjoyable) was rated 
the highest by students in all the schools and vas thfe 
characteristic lejast dependent upon thie^ di:;|3^r6nces ^i^ school 
type,. Differences in this job characteristic by sex, marital 
Status, ag<: or ^^ce vere no significant. . / 




BeiBg: weir-^id was the ^ec»nd most important charac - 
t%«ristic in stll except the barter sch^ wjiere it wa^ third 
d the value of "co-vorkers.'' Differefitea by sex^^jami:-- 
i stktijs , and ag6 were not significant, but 'dif f ereii;:xes ary, 
T4c:£:^ were* Black students rssted this characteristic hig5i|?^ 
tham did the other groups ^ a3sd white^ student^s tended .^to rate 
It lower than did ;the other students ^^^{^^ 
^1 Co-worfeers Xworking With people they liked)^ yfat ranked 



third' in iiiEport^hcev ^ important for ■truck- 

drivers and more imppfxant for i barber and cosmetology stu- 
dents, tfomen tended to rate this higher than did men 

^005), but other differe*n::es were not significant. 

'independence and responsibility (bein^g tmeir own boss 
and being responsible: for making decisions.) ware two charac- 
teristics that virtually tied for fourth place in importahcec^ 

Independence was the least important o£ a:ll characteristics 

♦ , ■ ■ ■ "■ ■ ■ ■ . ■ ' ' ■ . ■ . 

for barber students. 'Responsibxlit^ was the least important 
vef the characteristics for truck-dyiving students. Men 
^tended to place more importance on independence and respon- 
sibility than did women (2- v^^ The importance of 
inde^endencb tended to increase with age -Cp_ = .0005). 
Ghicanrs and Spanish-speaking students tended .to give mc:re 
importance to independence arid responsibility than did the 
other rs.cial groups = *0Ol and respective;-'/)- 
Job security was the least important characteristic 

except among barber and truck-driving students . White 

' ■ ■ ■ ' S ■ • ■ ' 

stuc^nts showed aK pi ear ter.^^nr y a • ^ ign less itnpo i.nc<;? 



;to :iofe :?«£urit)r than did any Tof th^e a:tter xaci-al 

Gbmpaagdaaai^ of Propti^tary School St udente t^^^ 

Ccalp«rative data £<^r soae, items weM ^vaila;bl^e thrae^ 
the Ameri^::an College Teeing Rrogram CACT, IST'Sa, lS75b) "mrr 
Illinois high school arid conmtmity college s;j:udents ^or tie 

-75 academic yeax. IThe samples for bsi±h of tissise grcmps 

• ■■ ■ ■ ■ - ■ • ' ■♦.■■•'*« ■ ' . • . ■ 

incliidedl^ but were alsd^limi ted to all of the students 
taking the ACT assessment that year . It is like!/ that sose 
of the ad^t, part-time students in the community to^^ 
did net take the ACT te*t and hence were not included in the 
isummary p:rovided by the ACT. Simi^rly, high school students 
not plBDajiing to attend college may not have taken the ACT 
test. Nevertheless, these comparisons were deemed usef^ in 
obtaining a f urther Understanding of : the characteriHi^^ of 
proprietary school students. ^ ^ " -^^.^ ^ 

Demographic and family background s While women i^ut- 
riiombefed men 2:1 in proprietary secttor, the rat±o ^^^^ 
almost even in t2ie%l23?gh ^school and contoiunity collisge pK^poL^ 
tions, with only sllightly more women than men. 

Proprietai'y school^^udents were generall:^ older S3d 
were much less ccncentrated into ah age cohort than were: 
either o'f the oth7=^r two populations. ^ 

A mtich large-:- proportion of proprietary school studeii:is 
was fousd to be nonwhAte C57 percent) th^ was reported £ct 
the i gh 5 -^^c' 0 ] oi z oip^ i ' t V ' o 1 9:^ .. t VV 43n { > i \ s ^nd L 2 
percent respectiv^-^vj . jBlacks, the largest miiicrir;% 



coast itiited 5 perc^iit of the ^oiimiiEtti ty coll egs fresiimen, 10 
pexcent df: the high school students , find 24 percent of t^e ; 
proprietary school ^stude^^ 

• A physical disabiiity vas reported by 7 percent of the 
proprietary school students;^ but by only 1 percent of tihe 



community V col l^ge f re3hmei|^^^|p|prer^ the wocding of 



question to the comipuniSty coliJege studeirt^ imare 
restrictiye than that: p»t to taie^proprietary jsch^ 

The jdistribirtion by size tsf the home comnunity was 
similar for the. tvc sectiors, esxcept that the community 
^fblle^es contained the larger T)ropoVt ion from communities of 
10,000 to 49,999 popula^tion-whilfe the proprietaxy schools 
)had the larger pf qpbf Irion from cities of iwi*e than one mil* 



lion • 

Community colleges ^enrolled a larger proportion of tneif 
snrudents from middle -income- families thin did the proprietary 
school, and the latter enrolled larger proportions ^roia the 
lover; and upper income l^rvels^ Both sec^^ors enrolled grearrex 
proportions of student^: ixom fssiilies wirh income under 
$20,000 than was fotmd among the high school stiadents. Hov-- 
ever, when income Was cons idered^withi^^ racial; groups , the 
situation changed. Almost the same proportion of white 
students with family income urder $7,50C was found in the 
proprietary schools an v.- r un ' in t.Lc c?/^amur-Lit/ college^; 

^^a^ le^ ei^ th^ i ?<ipr dietary school students were 
generally--the more affluent. Black students in th^ propri- 
a tary schools weire more, affluent on the average than black 



students in the community colleges. 



Thus, the generally lower level df family income found 

itt^he profprietary sector can be explained by the greater ^ V 

1 ' J^. .J.. - ...'.<. : 

pna^poxtion of nonwhites , with their generally lover income , 

eimjlled in those schools. 

High school background . Alitfost equal proportion^ of 

proprielary school and community college students had attendj^L 

ed public high schools. Proprietary school stud^^;^/^i^nded 

to have cotoe from smaller high schools thahj^did t^^lg^^ 

college students, except that the reverse WLS ifound rb%^: 

students from the largest high schools. However, diffeirences 

in this resi:onse by age and race, of the. students could ac5 

count for at least part of this difference Between th^ twoy 

■ . * . ■ ■ ' ■ . . ■ ■ ■ 

sectors. ■ ■ ■ , ■'■'^ 

Pr:3prieta ry school students were only slightly less^^ 
' ikisly thnn cosEmdnity college freshmen to have been in av j 
college ^preparatory curriculum in hi gk school, even though 
:aonwhite studeSits were, m:uclL%ess likely to been in a 

:i:ollege*preparatory curriculum* 

A larger proportion of proprietary^ school students 
reported a high schoo'l grade average of '*" C3>0] or above 
thP'- was report by trie communi^^y college freshmen. Equ^ 
propoitio s orte : a grade average belowJJ^CV^2. 0) • This 
finc.^ng was ir-iaperident of sex. However, the difference 
0etv?^en the twc- sectors might be increa^sed if compared by 
race, *since black students in the proprietary sector weire 
fo^uwTto have reported much loWer. gJ^^ averages than did 



the t>tltear racial- groups . Both the proprietary schooil and 
[ coiminmity: college Students reported much, lower grade averages ^ 
tliait did the pop^lat of high school students. 

WxtTi only slight exceptionV the patte 
in high school extracurriculia* activities was similar between 
' the proprietary school and' communi^^^ call ege populations when 
considered separately for men and women. Although the pattfeTn 
of activsities was similar / larget proportions of tie propri- 
etary^ school students tended to report participation in the 
actiiritie?5 than was reportejJ by the comjaunity college fres:h- 
msiK ■ . /,' . . ^ . . ■' . •• 

?rcrprietary school students wejre only two -thi as 
liiely as the high school population to have rated, the ade> 
auacr of their high school .education above average. No 
cii^fsrence was found 'between the proportions- of the two 
pcTpiilat ions giving below average ratings. CThese data were 
not a^railable for the community, coll ege fresl^ In both 

groups, stude^j^s^ from college-preparatory curricul^^^^^ gave 



higher ratings than did the others. Liiewise^ black students 
in the proprietaryv sector gave lower rsctlngs than did wfcite 
Students. Contralling for b'Gth. of these factors would tend ^ 
to Teduce this difference in the reported adequacy of the • 

. . ■ ■ ■ ■■ ■ ^ ^ \ ■ ; ■ ■ '. - \ ' / ' ■ ■ i 

hig schdql. experience. ^ • 



Sxperiehces after high school . In this and following 
coaparisons between projprietary school students ^nd^^iomm^nity 
college freshmen , it imus t be' CjOted that the resp6ni5# for |the 



latrer were most likely given when the -students were^^stilF in 



^ identical patterns 'distance to the n 

schoor^^.^^^^^^ Cor ^had planned to attejad) f roim yhere 

they had lived .when they had decided to attend that school* 
Experiences within the school . The coinmunity cipllege 
freshmen were mpre^^^l have reported plans to be full- 

time s If udehts than was found to be the case f or\the actual 
attendance of the proprietary sch<K^3^--&tudentsV i]^os« fa^ 
.school students who had indicated plans to attend voca- 
tional-technical schodl were similar to Jthe proprietary 
* school students in tlys proipprt|on planning to enroll full - 
'time.--- ■ p. \-" ■ 

Comunity college fresto have . 

jeported plans to enroll in -a night program than was found 
in the' actual attendance' of the proprietary school students . 

Commmiity ' college freshmen were t^ice as 1 ikely to hay|^ 
reported plans to live with their parents while in school as 
was foundTTwi thin the proprietary sector. The, generally elder 
pppul at ion found in the proprietary sector would atcoiint at 
lea^t partially for this difference. 

The cbmmunity c^ollege freshmen were more than twice as 
likely, to have expreissed interest in part-time employment 
while in school is were students in the proprietary sector. 

Community college freshmen were only slightly more 
likely than proprietary school students to have expressed a 
need to improve study skills and relling skills. Community 



collegie freshmen V hbwevet, were twice as likely as pro'pri- 
V etaxy school students to hive expressed ^a need ^to. improve 
-mathematical and writing skills, Gommunity college freshmen- 
were (also twice as likely to have expressed interest- in 
educational and vocational counseling, but were only slightly 

V^rV - ^ . • ■ ... ■ • 

< more likely to have 'shown interest in personal counseling . 
; The, total population of high school students showed jmoire 

interest in each of these areas of expressed need than did 
^students, in either the community colleges or the proprietary 
schools. These responses mp.y have tefon less a measure of . 
actu^need , or relative tieed, than they were of an awajreness 
of need or desire to improve in these ways. 

The proprietary school costs, unadjusted for the length, 
of the progrm, were gienerally- than the school costs 
anticipated by the total population of high schools^_sJ^ 
and were generally higher than- the costs anticipated by 
those students who attended aM^ommunity college. 

Future \^xpectat ions , The ^proportion of ^tudents not 
planning to go beyond a two-year degree clearly increased in 
moving from the high school population to the community 
^ college population to those enrolled in proprietary schools, 
' However proportions of community college freshmen 



id prc^l^iti^ry school students reported educational aspira-. 



tions beyond a f^ur-year degree. 



■ Conclusions - ";. ."'^ ^. ■ 
* The findings of; the study suppoxt several^ concl^Jis ions 
iibout the students who. attend Resident , proprietary Itohools 
: Vi/ The charactetisti students enrolled iji- 

■ proprietary schools vary markedly amon^th^^ 

- ; types of schools. Cohclusioiis dramx from - ^ 

studies: of these students will be dependent 
" upon the types of schools included' ij^^^^ 
* study sample • 

2^ Proprietary schools are seen as avenues to new- 

or improved employment oppoxtunities. Students 

•' ' . • • " ■ ■ ' ( ■■ ■ ■ - .. 

are less likely to enter proprietary schools 

ti . . . ' ' . ■ ■ . ■ ■ 

directly from high school, but are more likely 

- - . . - - _ . . '-'^ [ ' ' ^ ' . ■ ' -'S 

V to , enroll when there is a need for employment 

■ . - ' [. '. 

or a desire to obtain better employment. The 

_^ availability of practical instruction in v 

* specific, occupation-related topics outweighs 
other considerations in thfe choice^^t a school. 
The lesser influences of cost, availability of 
/financial aid, and the job placement capability 
of the school are all more important to the 
lower income students than to the higher income 
. students. 

3. The findings indicate that proprietary school 

■. ' •• - . . ■ • . . . . , 

Students are less likely to come from middle - 
class families than isi true for collegi^e 
Students . " Supporjting ^evidence ^^i^ \^s 



. foimd: in' family income levels , in the high 
proportion o£ fathers in blue ^collar occuj^i-' 
tions^ in the large number of parents >who had 
not continued their redu|^ation beyond hi^h' ^ 
school j and in 'the large ' representation of 
nonwhite studj&nts. r ^^^^ "'^^^^^ 



* ., 
.ft.- 



The shaiply increased ^salary expiectationsjpf ; 
tiiese students could yield"^ tliem vulnerable to 
exploitation. However / the students h?^ye i a 
gejierally -high level of satisfaction -with the 
quality of their instruction, rating it liigt^e^ " 
•^Jian the quality. o€ their high^^'school, instruc-• 
tion. Further', the claim of schpbl^-^wriers that 
they are necessarily accountable to their $tu^ 
dents is given credence ^ by the large proportion 
of student^ who cited former students as their- 

source of information about the schools. 

• ■ '■'-'?'.''■ 

The generally lower family income found among , 
. proprietary school stud/ents can be largely ' 
explained by the gifeater jropor^ioh q 

students in these schools'. Considered within?^^ 

' :• ". : ^ ' ■- - . ■ ' ,' .: ■ .■ ' ^ ^; ■ ^ \ 

racia:l groups , these students are no| necessar- 

ily less affluent than .community college > ; 

students/ but are still lilcely to be' less 

af f luentLthan students in col leges ,,und univer-- 

sities . Even, ^ith luie^^^^^ leveL o^ 

income, these students do; ^not enjoy the same^j 



degree of state and federal 'support ^^^^^^^^^^ theit 
educatipn as is available in the collegiate 



sectDr • 



Proprietary school Students and community col- 
lege students are generally similar in their 
high school background as evidenced by academic 
performance, pattern of extracurricular parti- 
cipation, and "the j^roportion haying been in a 
college- prepaTatbry curriculum • However, the 
larger proportion of lionwhite a 
; dents iii the proprietary sector may account for 
some of the differences that do exist between 
Students in i^^oprietary schools and students in 
community colleges. 

While providing the sole postsecpndary experi- 
. ence for somb students , proprietary schools 
also appear to be providi ng ^ jfti adjunct exjperi^ 
ence for other students who. have previously 
/attended a collegiate institution or who may 
do 'so in the future, the findings that-^a large 
number of the students had previously attended 
sbme other postsecondary schi^l and that a 

wide range of ages was represented among* the. 

■ * . ■ ■ ' ^ ■ ■ . ■ ' *■ ■ . ' • . ' . '• '-■ ■ 

Students indicate that the proprietary schools 
are noit seen as part of an estab^L^slied, educa- 
tional sequence as much as tLey i^f e^^^ 
a resSrorce to be used as needed or Vdesired. 



ssa:^^ : 8> Having a Job that is interesting is a conunonly 
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held value among t lies e students. However, 
differences in thp importance of other job 
characteristitS:among students in different 
t)^*es bf schools and among racial, age, and 
sex gri)upings indicate a diversity of value 
■ systems among* these students • the importance 
of salary, for example, was much greater for 
nonwhite than for whi,^^ as was also 

the case for job security, this may be ^ 
reflection pf income level differences or of 
cultural con^itlohs w^ white students feel 
more secure in speiety than do nori^^ / 
■iStuidents/ ' ' ^'A^^ . ^ ' ' . ' ' >i :\ 

K^ecommendations 
Further understa^ of the proprietary schools 
and the programs \ they offer should be sought to 
determine ways in \whith thesie educatiohal re- 
sources can best be integrated within the post- 
secondary educational structure to provide 
maximum accessibility : and diversity of ^ediida-- 
tional opportimity, wjth in Illinois and' nat ion- 
ally- ^ 



2. i JStudent mobility between proprietary , private = v^^ 
■ ■ . ■ . . - ' ' ' .-. ' ' 

not-for-profit , and pubMc institutions , should 

be Studied to determine xhe extent and probable 

. causes for the s^ttendancf Apatterns, with special 



I, 



attentioji to the im^ h&ye.6n| 
istate policies and ins titutional programs^ 

3. A longitudinal study ('fhree to five year4> 
proprietary school students should be conduct- 
ed to determine student retentioii in the 
program, job placement rate, initial career 
dev^elopment pattern, and long-^term satisfac- 
tion with their program. A parallel study in 
the collegiate sector might also be considered. 

4 . Tte apparent attractiveness of the proprietary- 
sector to nonwhite and nontraditional ; students 
should be studied further for insight into '■. 
educational .planning at^ the secondary and; tvo- 
year postsecondary levels. Particular atten- 
tion should he giVen to the implications for 
alternative philosophies of education. 

5. A study of students enrolled in honte ^study 
programs should be conducted. It is expected 

^ th^t these students migLt differ in several 

important ways jErcm tfiose enrolled in resident 
programs. Further, home study schpdis enroll 
far. more students than do resident ![|g|\9^ 
but much less is known about th0m 
. students. 

6. Definitions should be developed for reporting 
enrollment and programmatic informatibn that 
would'reflect the circumstances , of the 
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proprietary sector and aiso be comparable to 
the same data already provided in the col le- 
giate sector. This would provide a morie 
complete picture of the total educational 
effort within the Statjfe. 
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i4«E JNjiBra SGHObt STUDENT SURVEY 



^^ili^iS^iii^^ -asked - to^'paurticipate^^ ih a statewide' study; ol' 

quwtiom>^ more atteii- 

"^^'^ " v^^^^^ by Qiarl^ to 'Ot'Vin front of the be9t^ you 

■ jdtB ikitmm r^Bke a best guess.-^^ some questions seem too' personal, remember that youi^ 

naib^ anywhere. Your privacy is completely px^ Please give an answer to each' 

question if at aU possi^ 3 



iSli^ qneattooti aaka about your personal 



. 1; ll^mt is ycna^jKz: 

2^ My current poarital status is: 
; „, : ■ mngle 

'-married • ,. . 

^- .other.- 

3. In what year were you boi^: 

19 — . ,^ / 

4. Please mark YES or NO ^r each.questioh : 
Yes No J ' 

: Are you a tJ. S. citizen? 

" ■■ ■ ' ' i£ your legal residence in Illiaoia? 

■ : Dm you attend high school iitlUi:- 

. ,^ " Ik> you have a physical disabiMty? 

..^ _ Do your parents cicum you as la tax 

exempticm? 

^ . Have you served bn active xmljtary * 

; \ duty? 

: Did you serve in Viet Nam? 

5. Which of the foiiowing best desoribes 
munity in which you Jived while in high school 
(or when 14-1? years old) : 

:.Farm or open country 

. __ Less than 500 population 

^500-1,999 

2,0()(»r9,999 — 
10,000-49,999 
_^ 50,000-249,999 
__250,00O-499,999 ; 
^^500,000^ 

More than 1 million , 

6. 1)^di response best estimates your iamily^s 
total anniial mcome before taxes: 

lAM thsn $3,000 
3,000-4 5,999 

9,000-$!^^^ 
:_^$12,0t)0-$14,999 
•,_-$15,000-$19,999 
. «.$20,0p0 and over 



What levd of education has your father and 
mother completed? (If you live with or w^ 
raised by persons other than your natural par- 
ents, answer this and the next question in terms 
of tile^ persons most responsible for your.ui>- 
bringing)^ 



Father Moth^ 



Eighth grade or less. ^ 
Some high school 
High school graduate n^jj ^ 
Technical or b^j^ite^ schioSl 
Spme coU^e - - f ^ 
2-yefiu: college graduK^e ^ 
4-year college graduate 
iSome post college schooling 
Received advanced degree 
Do not know' 



8. Which of the following 6^8^ describes the okkni-: 
pation of your father and nwttoer? (M presentlj^^^^ 
unjemployed, retired, or deceasedi use a pre^-:^^ 
ou& occupation). . ' 



Fattier Mother 



MANAGERIAL OR EXECU- 
TIVE (Business executive, 
banker, store manager, etc.) 
PROFESSIONAL (Lawyer, . 
engineer, teacher, etc.) ' 
SALES (Atito ralesman, de- 
partment store derk, etc.) 
SBMIPROFESSIONAL OR 
TECHNICAL- (Secretary-ste- 
nogiapher, programmer, lab 
technician, etc.) 
SEMISKILLED (Machine op* 
eiator, construction woricer, 
etc.) 7 

S KIliLBD TRADES ( Electri- 
cian, plumber, carpentiBr, etc) 
SMALL BUSINESS OR 
FAftM OWNER 
SUPKIVISOR OR PUBLIC 
OFFICIAL (Office manager, 
pblicemanj etc.) r 
UNSKILLED (General labor- 
er, fann labor«r, etc.) 
HOUSEWIFE/HOUSE HUS- 
BAND 



9. 
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Which of the following best desipribes your 
racial heritage: 

Afrp- American/Black . 
" American Indian/Native American/Aleu- 
tian (Bskimo) V 
Caucasian American/White 
. . Mexican American or Chicano-; ~ 
Oriental American ' 
J_.Puerto Ricah or Spanish-Speaking Amer- 
••Jcan-.. ■ • : 

Other: -. — ' ; ' , ' 



40, 



ld« Did you (n«iduate^|r^ school: 
. Cuirehliy in GED program 



2 



extracurricular 
bvities in which 



IL In what year did you> 
(or grao|e schoblX: 



attend high school 



• -TH^K yOU.for sharing this information. The 
. lieit set of questions a^ks abouf;. your/ experiences 
\ in high.^schooL 

12/ school which I attehqed was a: 

•^•• ■\ ; "...Putflic high school 
V ; -Q - J^vftte high school 

13.^^e number of students in my higl^school class 

,\ Fewer than 25 ^ 
\ 9fu QQ :/ 

600^99 

-V i : ■• 

: 14v I would describe my high school curriculum or 
'■ ■■^■'■\vprogriim.as:^ 

^ Biisiness or commercial 

Vocational-KKxmpationri 
": College preparatory 
—L^L- General ' . 

"V Othpr " ' - ■ : 

^'ISv My pvierall high school average was: 



:D-^ to D (0.5-0.9) 
.D to (3- (1.0-1.4) 
.Or to C (1.5-1.9) 
e to B- (2.0-2.4) 
;B- to B (2;5-2.9) 



B to A- 
A- to A 



(3.0-3.4) 
(3.5-4.0) 



16. While in school (hi^ school or earlier)^ I did 
the, following (mark as many as apply) : 

. _^Held a regular partrtxme job (waitress 
* . sales clerk, nj^wspaper carrier, etc.) 
L-^_ Held a fuU-time paying job during the 
" • siunmer , 

money by selling goods/services 
■ Participated in a work-study, distributive 
education, or cooperative work pro-/^ 
^ ■ 'gram.; ■■ 

"^^^^ 

' \ ■■ Supervised the work of others . 

ganization • 
i— ^ Npne of these 

17. My class rank in high school was (if you are 
not sure, give your beat estimate) : < 
Top quarter 

— . Second-^quarter. 

Third quarter 
__ Fourth quarter 



18. These^ifSffi" list schoo 
activiiues.^Please mark those 
y'oif participated: 

InstrumentaKmusic (band> orchestra) 
Vocal musi^^^^^./ 
Student jgo^Hnment 

Publications (newspaper, yearbook, liter- 
ary magazine) 
Debate 

Departmental clubs, (science club, znath 

club, etc.) 
Dramatics, theater 
Religious organizations 
Ra^^^ ethnic organizations 

Int^uiral athletics 

Varsity athletics 
Political organizations 

Radio-TV \ 

Frat c rh itj^,. sorority, or other social clubs 

JTSpecial interest groups (ski club, sailing 

club, judo club, card section, diiU ^ 
> teams, etc.) ' 
School or .community service organiza- 
. • ■ tions,-- 

19. How adequate do you feel your high school edu- 
cation was: , . . 

Vpiy pnnr >> • - 

■ , Below average. \ ' 
.Aveilge 

_.Good 

■ ■■ . Excellent ; , ' 
THANK YOU. The next questions concern your 
experiences after leavingliigh school. 

20. Which one of the following. best describes what 
you did your first year out of high school? 
Mark only ONE response: , 

■ Got a part-time job 
J, Gfot a full-time job 

^ ^ Went to a college or school 

— Couldn't find;steady emplojment 

^ Joined the miliiiary sendee 

, Married, stayed home to keep house. 

21. What ofAer schools have you attended before 
coming here? If more thain one, place a "1" by 
the first school attended, a "2" by the next, etc. 
^ . None 

Public 2-year community college . 

^ Private 2-yeair junior college 

. : Public 4-year college or university 

Private 4-year college or university 

. „^ Public- vocational/technical jprogram 
(after high school) 

. 1 Private^ vocational/technical, business 

> school 

Home study:tcori«apioridence) school 
Other:- 



22. 



1 

d6u 
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What wereCyou doing at the time you decided 
to attend your pr^nt (this) school: ' (mark 
the smgfe best response.) , 

Working full-time t 

Working part-time 

; Going to school : . K 

Unable to find employment 
In the military service 



. Keeping house, caring for children 



EKLC 



-7 



47 



23.^^1^ this school were you living 

gfe^inrt milfta 

j2$i How^ d^^ about thi^ school? (mark 
Parents 

. ..—.Friends who had attended this school 
.High school counselor or teacbier 

AHvrirHQAmanf (TV, "YelloW PagCS," 

newspaper, etc.) 

^ . -.^Representative from the school , 

--Pubiic agency ' « 

' ' .; " . ' ■ ' ' ' ' • ■ ■ 

*26. How important Were each of these reasons ita 
your decision to attend f /us school? 
V— Very Important 

Sr-^mewhat Important 

N — ^Not Important ^ 
Y S N . 

Location of the school 
Convenient starting date ' ^ 
OSer of financial assistance 
Specialized program 
Reputation of the school 

* - Liength of time reqiured 

r — — — ^ Job placement ability 

_ Cost of the program 

^ _ . Emphasis on practical training 

26. Which' one. of the foUowing be^t describes your 
most important goal in attending ttiis school? 
Obtaining skills so I can find employment 

. ^ .Learning new skills so I can change jobs 

.J_.Learning new skills to obtain a promo- 
tion in my present job 
_»G6neral-seIf-improvement hot related to 
a specific job 

Other::. . " . _ 

THANK YOU. These questions novf ask about 

your present experiences in this school : 

■ «< 

27. * I am enriplled as a: 

Fidl-time student 
—Part-time student 

28. I att^d classes primarily during: 

• Day 
- Evening 

. Day arid evening 



31. About how maiiy hours per week do you vgmA 
in school: ^ ^ v 



r 




29. 



I ani presently living: 

With my parents or other relatives 

^ In my own home or apartment 

. In housing provided by the school 



.Other: 



30« How many hours per week are you working 
while going to school: 
>J"nft ■ . 
1- 5 •••• 
__ ^10 
11-15 

16-20 o ^ ■: ■ 

21^6 

31-35 
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1- 5 
.6-10 
.11-,15 
.ie-20 

.3i-35 

. More than 35 



. 32. Which of these services are helpful or would be 
helpful to you if provided by the school you 
i • attend:. ':■ ■ . . ■ - 

'\ ■ Financial aid counseling 

^ Finding a place to live 

Finding a day care center ' , ; 

■ Finding a part-time job while in sdiool 

1 Finding eniplp3mient after completing 

the program 

33. Mark any of the following items which apidy 
to you: 

I need help deciding on my educational 

and vocational pl^ 
-.iu^ I need help in €^ my ideas in 

. writiiig 

. r need help in improving my reading 

speed and comprehension 

. I need help in improving my study skills 

I need help in improving my mathemati* 

cied skills 
T w6uld*like personal counseling 

34. The total, amount of my tuition and fees ^for 
the entire program is: . 

: ■■ ' $ 1-500 

: $ 501-1,000 

$1,001-1,500 V - 

^ $1,501-2,000 : - : ' ' 

$2,001^-2,500 

$2,501-3,000 . 
■ More than $3,000 

35. J?he length of my program at this school is: 
. - " • 3 months or less / > - 

4-6 months 

7-9 months ^ 

.10-12 months 

^ 13-18 months 

' - 19-24 months 
> - - '■ More than 2 years , 

■ ■ ' ' '. } ' ^ 

li6. How niuch of the program have you completed: 

One-fourth or less 

__ One-half or less 

Three-fourths or less 

^ , Mor^ than three-fourths 

37. How sure are you about your present occupa- 
tional choice: 

I am very sure 

T am fairly fflira * ' . 

I am not sure fit jftll ' * 

38. How satisfied are you with your current choice 
. of program of study: 

^ ■ ' I am very satisfied \ 
I^_L. I am fairly satisfied 
. . I am not satisfied 



39* H feel youF present sdiool 

•:. - ; ; . . ^ ■ ■ ./ ' 

.^1^-/^1;; -"^i- Avefafee 

^\ 

40« ^How likely ate you to complete this program: 
• Very likely . ■ 

• TTnanrrt 
: ■ . Naflilrftly 

' 41. Mark all of the following whicb. are helping to 
pay ybiir school expienses: 
, ^--. BEOG orSEOG v / 

«.*«^DVR or Social Security 
^ HTCTA (Nff>TA) 
• State GuaSmteed Loan 

■ MnflT. ., : ■ •• ■ 

. ^ Loan or deferrech payment ftjq^m . the 

^ / : school ; 

Federal workrstudy program ' 
. "PArK^fifg spouse/ or other relative 

My own.savings anii income ' 

42. How does the quality of instruction at your 
preisent school compare with the instruction at 
yoxup high school: ' 

Mucti worse than high school 

' —4-^ Slightly worse than high 
..^.^^ About t^^ 
: . ^ • J" -• Slightly better than high school 

Milfoil hftttft^ f hfln high arhnini *^ 



43. I would rate my chance of getting a job after 
finishing this program of study as: 

- \ Pretty good 

. Avflmgfl 

-—- Not too good 

44. Check the one occupational category that best 
fits your immediate .goal and the one, that best 

! .fits your long-range goals: ■ 



Immed- Long 
. iate Range 
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MANAGERIAL OR EXEC- 
UTIVE' (Business ^ecutive, 
banker, store manager, 
. PROFESSIONAL (Lawyer, 
engineer, teacher, etc.) 
SALES (Auto salesman, de- 
partment store clerk, etc.) 
SEMIPROFESSIONAL OR 
TECHNICAL (Secretary-ste- 
nographer, programmer, lab 
technician, etc.) 
SEMISKILLED ^ (MachiniB 
operator, construction woiker, 
etc.) 

SKILLED TRADES (Elec- 
trician, plumber, catp^ter, 
etc.) 

SMALL BUSINESS OR 
FARM OWNER . 
SUPERVISOR OR PUBLIC 
OFFICIAL (Office mwager, 
policemaii/etc.X ^ 
UNSKlKLEiy (General la- 
boieir, farm laborer, etc.) 
HOUSEWIFE/HOUSE HUS- 
BAND ■ 



THANK YOU. These last questiona ask about 
your future plans. 

45. What is the highcMS^ level of education you ex- 
pect to complete: 

■ High school diploma 
- Vocational o|c<iechnicaL pr6|[iam . 

.-..^ Business schi^^^^ 
- — L Two-year coUege dc^^tee 
_ — Bachelor's degree 
i — ^ One on 2 years of graduate study (MA» 
MBA, etc.) 

V i ^Professional level degree (PhD, MD; 

LLB,JD,etc.) 
Oih^r '•■ ' • _ ' ■ 

46. If I should decide to go jto .achool again in the ' 
future, I would probably attend (mark only 
one): 

. ■ ',' -„ Public 2-year communi^ college . 
Private 2-year jump 

~ Public 4-year college or university . 

— . Privata4ryear college or university , ■ 
I\ibU(r\'ocational-t^ school 

. IMvate vocationaUcKslmical or ;b^^ 

. collegie or scHooT < 

. . Home study (correspondence) school 

■ Other;_ . ; ■ 

47. What was your annual income before yon en- 
tered this program: and what , income do you 
expect to earn, a/^er 3 to 6 years from now? 
Before After : 

■ Not worldng 

— — ^ - Less tljan $3,000 

. ^$ 3,000-$ 6,999 / 

f6,000~$ 7,499 \ ■ 
^ 7,500~$ 8,999 ) 
$ 9,000-$il,999 
$12,000^14,999 
$16,00Q~$19,999 
$20,000 and over ' 

48. How impojrtant are each of these job character- 
istics to you: 

N— Not Important - • 

S— Somewhat Importanit 
" I— Important 

V — ^Very Imik)rtant > 
N S I V ' 

■ Ji Go-workers (working with peo- 

v'plellike) 
— — _ Independence (being my own 
boss, doing the work as I 
want with nobody watching 
. over me) . : - . 

Interest ( work that I fenjoy 

' ' ^ doing, that is interesting to 

■ r ■'■'[- me) 

- Job Security (having a steady 

• . ' job even if the job is not 

/ espedally enjoyable, having a 

: ; job where I wduld not be 
» fired) V ^ ^ " 

_ ^ Responsibilii^ (being respbnsi^ 

' _ \ ^ ble for making decisions and 
, * * for the work of other people): 

■ — L : Pay ^(hieing well paid for my 

work) ' ' . ' ; o 

/ ' %■ 49. For what spedfic bccupation* are you prepadng 

THANK YOU veryl^^ 

ing all of these questibiis; • ; 
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• ^, " - Appendix TB • - / 

Siaiuiia,ry of Data 

CN - 1400) . ^ ' 

CPercentages exclude nonrespondents) 
(Key: A-Barber; B-Business^; C-Gosmetologyi D-Sel£-,Improvement ; \ 
4 B-Truck-Driving; F- Vocational) • . , • N 



Item 
Description 



Response 
N . 



Percentage 



Men ^Women ' Total 



T^s^of^ School 



Sex . 
. Male 
. Female 



1398 



100 
0 



0 

100 



34 

66:, 



51 30 8 42 100 59 
49 70 92 58 0 41 



.Marital status 
Single 
. . Married 
\ Other 



1394 



46 
51 
2 



52 
.34 
14 



SO 
40 
10 



46, 
46 
9 



S4 
36 
11 



44 32 31 58 
4^ 51 67 36 
13 17 3^1 



Age- (1975 - birth year) 

20 and under 
. .21>725 ' , 

26-30 

Over 30 



1400 



17 
28 
22 
33 



31 
27 
17 
26 



26 
27 
19 
28 



31 
2^3 
17 
29 



.28 

30 
18 
25 



51 
22 
20 
27 



23 
19 
19 
40 



5 
40 
22 
33 



21 
29 
19 
31 



UvS. citizen? ' 1393 

.Yes ' ' 

Illinois resident? 1379 

Yes 

Attended 111 . high school ? 1378 
Yes 

Physical disability? 1381 
Yes 

Claimed as tax exemption by 
parents? ~ . ■ 1343 

Yes ^ 
Veteran? 1378 

Yes s . ... 

Viet Nam; veteran? ■ 1375 

. Yes 



94, 
85 
64 
11 

18 
45 
16 



90 
96 
74 
5 

22 
2 
1 



.91 
92 
71 
7 

17 



100 
100 



97 . 
20 

20 
26 



91 
97 
74- 
9 

18 
19 
8 



83 98 
98 100 



73 
3 

23 
4 
3 



76 
6 

e ■ 

10' 
-19 
■ 2 



94 • 97 
41 %l 
29 64 



8 

10 
64 

.35 



, 8 

24 
22 

6, 



Size o£ home town 
L Farm or open land 
Under 500 
. SOO-1,999 

.2,000-9,999 ; 
-10,ap0-49,&99 ^ ' 
50,000-249,999 'i' 
250,000-499,999 * ' 
500,000-999,999 " " 
Over one million , , 



1335 



10 
2 
10 
15 
21 
18 
4 

r 4 
17 



8 
4 
14 
15 
21 
12 
4 
3 
20 



■ 9-. 

3 
12 
15 
'21 

X 

f 3 
19 



9 
6 
15 
12 
29 
29 
0 
0 
0 



8 
4 
14 
14 
17 
16 
5 
4 
17 



11 
2 
15 
15 
21 
10 
4 
3 
20 



12' 

0 
17 
21. 
29 
15 

4 

2 

• 0 



22 7 
•5 2- 
19 6 
17, 14 

IS- 
2 

3*» «3 
' 5 3 
^2 27 



17, 1< 

3^ «^ 




y - ; . CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS \ ; . 
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS 

'r-y;.. ' ■ i.n,jllinpisC ';.;'::\:- ';^v 

^ ■'■'■^^ Summary' of Data-' ■] 



Item 



Respibnse 



Percentage 



Meh" Women v Total 



Type of School ' 



B 



e D 



^3,^00-1 5,999 ■ 
6,000-1 7,49'9 V • 
7,50b-i 8^999 ^ 
9i000r$ll ,999 
$12,000-$14,999 * 
$15,00a-$19,999 
$20,000 and oyer 

Fatjier's education 1293 
^ 8th grade or less 
Some high school 
High school graduate 
\ Tech V or bus ., school ^ • 

Some college 
: 2-yr. cplidge graduate 
4-yr - college graduate 
Soffie^^p^ 

Advanced degree , 

V Do 

; Mother '.s/educa tip " rSSS 

3th V ^ 

^ "Some high; s<i]ip 
High school fi^ 

■ • Spm^e colle]|i§^ ' : 

:;2ryr . cplj^jjfe graduate 
4-yr* c6yeg6 graduate 
: Some post* 
■v:J? AJivanced de^ 
- : v; Do ; not know \: 

/•yFathex'^s occupation .1226 

Managerial > 
^> Professional, 

Sales. ■ . - ;^ : 

' Technical . ' V; 
/■ Semiskilled ;J -V 

^Skilled trades' r 
:Vv Small business or ,£a 
'l';^;^;. - S^ official^ , 

i y S \^^ 
i^ ; . House 

V l^ther's^ 1296 

-Managerial^ .= ■ . . ■ ' ■. 

; ^ Prbf^ 

Saleif."' ' . i- '/-^ ■ 

y :^Technical , 
^Semiskilled 

■ .Skilled- tirades ^ 
;: small 

. V ^ ^tipervlsor or pub. official 
■r"^^'--Unskillea- V;y ■ , „^ J;-;- . ^ - • 

:;■■;•>:> Housewife'/ '■ • ••• 



6 
7 
6^^ 
8 
14 
20 
19 
20 



26 
20 
24 



7 
2 

' 5 
1 
4 

.5 

20 

20- 

34 

3 

6 

4 

3 

1 

2 

5 



12 
'8 
4 
4 
22 
18 

•i;4 

5 
11 
1 

4 
4 

3 
11 
4 

.1 

•;• 3^- 
2 

■7- 
60 



12 V 


10 


9 


13 


15 


12 


■■.■.3 


17 


9 ■ 


8 




9 


9 


9 


12 


8 


12 


13 


'12 


13 


13 - 


15 


26 


16 


14 


16 


■ 9 


13 


15 V 


17 ' 


18 


11 











31 
18 
19 
7 
6 
2 
S 
2 
4 
6 

27 
21 
26 
6 
6 
4 
4 
1 
1 
■5 



11 
8 
5 
2 
26 
16 
10 
6 
15 
1 



3 
13 

7 
. 1 

3 

10 
52 



29 
18 
20 
6 

/ 2 
5 

1 • 

4 IV 
6 

24 
21 
29 

k 

4/ 

i; 

2. 

5 ■ 



12 

5 

3 
24 
16 
11 

6 
14 

2 



^3: 

6 
3 
12 
6 



1 

3/ 
2 
9. 
55 



39 
15 
24 

: 3-; 
6 
6 
3 
.0 
3 _ 
0 ' 

32' 
,26 
32 

3 

6 

'0 

0 ; 

0 V 

0 

0 . 



30 
21 
19 

6 

7 

2 
■4 
.^1 

8 

23 

.27 
26^ 
.4 
6 

. .3: 

■■'■:-i::' 
I 
6 



12 
15 
10 
10 
12 
12 
15 
13 



37 

20: 

6 
3 
2 
4 
1 
3 

6^: 

38 
19 
24 

4 

3 

3 

2 

0 

1 

; 6 



0 

.■■■,4. 

4 
12 
10 
20 
28 
24 



22 

6-.>- 
9 
8 
6 
2 

-SC. 
' 0 
■8 



15 
19 
31 
12 
10 

■ ■^2■■ 

V;4- 

4 
2 



10 
12 
6 
6 

'17 
la 
14 
18 



36 
22 
22 
9 

2. 
2 
1 

* 0 
1 

;-;:4, 

28 

18, 
34 
5 

^:3 
■'■■3 
2 
0 

/■4 

' - 3 



6 

; 5 

;■ 5.. 
7 

14 
16 
19 
28 



19 

17 
20 

7' 
11 
4 

9 
2 
7 
3 

13 

((■15 
'36 
- 6 
9 
6 

■ ■ T 

i 
3 



14 




.8 


15 • 




19 


■9 


■ "■.■3 ■ 




;'V^:.6 . 


8 




14 




'10 


: v:3.- : 


:7 


8 


2 


. ■■ 5 ■ , 




. 0 


3 


1 




1 


5 ■ 




38 


30 


.28 


*13 


29 


IS ■, 




10 


13 


18? 


: 19 


22 


18 




14 


12 




' : .17 


16 


12 " 




0 


6 




11 


-..' ■4 ..■ 






7 


16 


19 


2 


■ 14-'; 






3 


2 


1 


.■■:.-2 


-■2,.; 


:-: -r :{ 




0 


:■ 2 




^ ■■0. 


\ 2 






3 


■5 ■■ 


5- 


15 


>5 


■■:..7' . • 




.■■;i5 . 


V 3.v: 


5 


2 . 


■■':3;: 


I.- ■.■ 




15 




10 V 






• 14 




,„■■■■ 6 




8 




■■^V,4- ■ 


::.3vV 




0 




^1 




i- vo 


1 






• 4 :■ 


2: 


■ 




■ 2. 






• ; I. ..' 


2 






f : ^ 


6 


11 


11 


■ - ^..^ 


13 


■■■■s-.- 




'.:lt ■ 




53 


55 


66 


60 . 





56 
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"v." ■item ' • 
;])e5jcriptlpn; 



Response 

' N 



9v% Racial ident^ 1380 

:-:y^:'-'::S:-:^^^o ^American/ Black 

>vj i^ Am* 
: ; -Caucasian/ White : 
: Mexi^^^ Chicano 

V. ./ ^ SpanishrSpeaking* American 

■..-.•-'"■r / Other 

0; Graduate from high school? 1390 

• ' Yes ■ 
No 

: <;ED equivalent 

Currently in GgD program * 



Percentage 



Men Women Total 



IS : 


29 ■ 


■ .. ■■24 y 1 


3 


39 


20 


2 


10 


14 


3 


■■- 4 v.. 




6 


3: 


6 


'2 ■ 




• • 2- ■ 


6A 


47 


S3 


88 


41 


-.44 


90 


it 


69 ; 


2 


6 


; 4 


3 


4 


. 8 


0 


'■ 3 


3 . • 


,•3 .■ 


6' 


1 


°^ 


1. 


1- ■ 


0 


2. 


■ 2 . ••• 


4 . . 


6 


■ S"' 


0 


. s ■ 


- 7 


.;. 2 


0 


■ 4- 


8 


9 


■■ ■', 9 ■■: ; 


.0 


8 


14 


A 


6 


/ -7. 


73 


71 : 


72 


71 


67 


60 


92 


66 


86 


12 


18 


16 


.11 


14 


30 


■ 6, ' : 


20 




12 


6. 


8 


14 


10 


6 


2 


13 




3.' 


5 .. 


4* 


3 


9 


3 


0 


1 


1 



Type of School 



1. Years since attended h.s. 

^ (1975 - year last attended) 1400 
' Less than 2 years ^ . 
; 2--.5- year5- ^ ■■ '. > • 

More than 5 /ears 

2. -High school attended was 1357 

. Public-; ^ ' ■■ 

r Private / 

3 . ;. Size: af high school class 1358 
: . Less than 25 

y^-'- ■■\':v25.-i99 

Id0-19i9 ^ 
' 200-399 . . ' 

400-599 ' * V 
; 600-899 

90.0 or more 

- - - -V:* ^ 

4 . . H^^ S^chbtjl curriculum " 1328 

Busirpess or commercial : • 
■Vocational -occupational . 
College preparatOrry .; 
: -r- General 

■ .ptljer ■ ■' 

5v H^^^ grade average 1345 



D^ to D 
D to G^ 
C- to C 
C to JB- 
B-; to B 
B {to A 



(0.5-0; 9) 

(1.0-1;4) 

tl.5-1^9y 
(2.0-2.4) 
(2.5-2/9) 
(3.0-3U) 



6v 



job 



ERLC 



i . A- to A; (3 .S^^ 

Whi^e I: 
r Held -a ; 
;C .^eid} ^^Vf 1- time summer 
: or services 

^i^;!\i(ia^s:jin. work- study or co-^op 
tC:^^^Started^ m 

ij,^ -^Stipe r^ i s ed^ 1^ t he r ^ 

:y iJ:"v/V .J.:.; ■ ■...*. ■■ ^ ■' 



•8 
29 
63 



/12 



10 
31 
12 
16 
12 
9 
9 



8 
18 
28 
44. 

2. 



2 
7 
21 
32 
21 
14 
4 



1J61 



20 
28 
S2 



8S 
IS 



16 
28 

■ SS 



86 
14 



14 
37 
49 



97 
3 



17 

31. 

S2 



88 
12 



2 2 
20 
S8 



88 
12 



11 3 
26 .26 
62 , 71 



90 9S 
10 . S 



11 
32 
S7 



80 
20 



10 


10 


11 


^13: 


11 


^ 8 


V- 8 


6 


34 ' 


33 
^ It) 


26 


35 


39 


27 


37' 


V 24 


10 


6 


9 


11 


L7 


.18 


10 


sis 


15 


37 


1? 


J 11 


14 


16 


17 


13 


13 


11 


11 


12 


17 ^ 


. 9' 


16 


10 


9 


3 


. - 7 


7, 


10- 


9, 


16 


■ 9 


9 


6 


10 


40 ; 


■ 8:. 
- ^1 




V 10 


1*7 


i4 


6 


16 


18 


14 




..8 


IS 


... 16 


24 


15 


19 


19/ 


16 


12 


26 


27 


15 


23 


18 


27 ^ 


22; 


,43, 


,41 


42* 


56 


45 


43 


39 . 


SS 


35 




^2 ■,. 


0 


1 


■ ; :3.' . 




2,v 


; :, - 2 ■ 


'l 


1 




1 


1 




. 6 


0 




. 5 


z 


4 


6 




11 


4 


IS 


17 


24 


19 


18 


14 


.17 


■ . i4-.: 


33 


1*33 
. *20 


.35 


36 


33 


38 


39 


^ ■25' '^ 


20 


29 


17 


19 ~ 


IS 


19 


. -2S 


23 


20 


3 


19 


. 19 • 


23 


8 


' 24 


. 6« 


^ .•■5 


0 


3 




8 


1 


8: 



















S4> 


44 


48 


■ 60 


43 


44 


62 


5*56- 


S3 


32 


23 


26 


26 


26 


23 


36 


34 


28 


11 


6 


7 


. 9 ; 


6 


7 


6 


8 


10 .. 


6 


12 . 


10 , 


9 


12 


14 


. 8 


- 3 


, 6 


■5 . .■ 


1 . 


2 


■ : 3 


1 : 


2 




2 ' ■ 


•'••Sv 


6 


3 ;•; 




6 


4 


■■■ . 4' 


r 


■ .■■ 2: ■ 


• 5-- 


■:2 


. z\ 




3 


.. 2 


r 


■■ 2 


0 


'■ '3:; 


is- 


■ 3S. 


31 


23 


35 


33 


19 


22 


28 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS 
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY SC-HOQLS 
\ , IN, ILLINOIS - ^ V 

Summary o£ Data . 



52v 



Descriptixin ^ 



Response 



Percentage 



Men; Women. Total 



Type of School ^ 



B 



8. 



^ High schoor^ c^ raiik 
Topi (quirt er ; ^ 

.,2hdvquaritef;'*,7-'- 
3fd quarter, 
,^th quarter 

H.S. extracurricular activity 
- No participation reported 
.''''.One activity reported 
^two a.ctiyities reported : 
. Three Or more: actiyities 
Type" of activity ; / ; / ; 
In^trumehtj^ music * < 
^ Vocal music - • 

Student government 
Publications 
Debate 
-. .Departmental clubs 
. Dramatics _ 
Religious o^^ani za t ions • 
Rabial or ethnic orgs. 
Intramural athletics 
/Varsity athletics 
Political qbfganizations 
Radid-TV ^ 
Social club, fxatr; or soro. 
Special interest group 
School or comirfunity.. service 



1309 



1400. 



14 Oj) 



9. 



Adequacy- , o f h . s , 
: > Ve^ pdox 

BeloV Vaveratjge 

Average" 
_ Good 

Excellent 



education 



0. 



I. 



Best description of ja^ciivity 
first year out of high school 1335 
Got 9^ partrtime job 
Giot a full-ti^jne job • . ■. ^^'[^^y. 

Went to a college or school ■ ^ ' 
. .No steady emplo)Tnerit 

Joined military .service 
: 'Married, kept house: 
/Othe^t.-;:- J ; 

Other schobi^s attended: 

First ^school attended . - 1311 

None, v; :-',V:-A' . " ' -"'.^ 

Public 2-yeaf 

Private 2 -year 
V Public 4 -year _ 
: .;Priyate'>4-year-- " . • ' . ' 

^^PUbllc vpcr tech. (aft e h.s.) 

Private vocJ-tech oir bus . sch. 
^•Hbme study (correspondence) 
•. 'Other' 



ERIC: 



20 


23 . 


22 


9 


20 . 


15 . 


30 


9 


32 


34 


39 


37 


40 


37 


41 


28 


'39 


. .36 


35 


32 


33 


•40 


, 35. 


35 


40 


35. 


28 


10 , 


6 


7. 


11 


8 


9 




18 


.5,, 


16 


17 


"16 


11 


. 18 


28 




i9 


■ 12 


35 


30 


32 


.34 


33 


. .36 


•17 


47 


26 ' 


16 


19 




• '23 


18 


18 


11 


ia 


19 


33. 


.3 4 / 




32 


31 


26 


64 




43 



20 
14 
13 
17' 

6 
14 
16 

8 

2 
24 
37 
. 3 

4 

7 
20 
14 



29 
12 
18 

6 
18 
17 
13 

2 
14 
11 

2 

3 
XO 
21 
2i 



19 
24 
12 
17 

6 
17 
16 
12 

2 

X7 

20 
2: 
3 
9 

21 

19 



14 
T4 

11 
26 
9 
17 

14 

5 
34 
34 

■.*3- 
0 
6 
20 
14 



19. 
24 
11 
15 

8 
17 
14 
10" 

2: 
14 
17 

1 

2l 

1 
19 
18 



7 • 




4 


3 


5 


.3 


6 


11 


10 - 


10 


r 14 


12 


9 


: 4o 


40 


49 


46 


51 


. 47 ^ 


48 


62 


33 : 


31 


32 


26 


31 


30 


23 


9 : 


-8 


8 


6 


6- 


9 


6 




. 6 
12 

♦42 
34 
6 



4 


8 


6 


3 


6 


7 


36 


38 


38 


46 . 


38 


42 


34 


30 


31 - 


29 


25 


23 


3 


.3 


3 


■ 0 


5 


2; 


18 


1 


• 6 


11 


. 7 


1 


0 


14 


9 - 


■■■ 3 : 


10 


19 


v5 ^ 


6 


.6 ■• ■: 


9 


7 . 


6 



6 
44 

35y H 



4 
5Z 



-.5 ' 

8 
4 
4 



1 

30 
0 
3 



10 
38 
36 

li ••: 



6 
30 
w48 

2 

8, 

■ 2; 
•> 5 



31 


4.5 


40 


50 


44; 


57 


19 


• 41 


20 


14 


12^ 


13 


9^ 


13 


6 


19 


8 . 


' 18 


2, 


■ 2 ■■■■■ 


2 


0 


■ .2 ■ 


■ ■■^ 3 


. 2 , 


2 




'\ ■ 


7 


10 


••,6 


■■ 4- 


\. 3-- 


17 


io 






5 ■ 


6 , 


0 


4 


■ 


,10. 


1 


13 


9 


8 


9 


IS 


10 


10 


12 


5 


.4. 


11 


8 


9 


15 


10 




8 - 


9 , 


9 . ■■ 


8 ■ 


4 '■■ 


6 


0 


•6 


. ■ 4. 


10 


16- 


. 6 


3 


7. , 


. 6 


6 


■. 7 ■ 


6 


4 


8 


. 4. 
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CHARACTBRiiSTICS 6F^ STUDEI^^ 





^Typ© -of Schob 1 -^z 









:i;D:::'. 


■■Mi} 


■tix- 


91. 


87 


91 


75 • 


■ ■ ■ ■ .; ; c. 

84 ' 


78 i 


■.3 ■ 






, 0 


3 




0 


. .■.:l';-.. 




2 


0 


0 


' 3 




';.l,-'-\ 


8 


' 0 


5. 


' 0 


■■■-xy 


0 


. 0 


0 


■ 4 


0 


2 


1 


4 


1 


; -3 . V 


0 




3 


6 


1 


' -3 • : 




■'-5:- 


1 


2 


9 


■ 2 . 




v.:-i.-.. 


2 


4 


ft ' 

2 


' 3 


0 




p 


6 




■ 4 


57 


38 


31 


■ ^ 
76, 


68 


56 


14 


8 


8 


4 


7 


9 


14 


11 


16 


6 


5 


15 


■9 


21 


11 


2 " 


11 


10 


3 


1 


0 


0 


8 


1 




16 - 


31 


9. 


V 0 


4 




5 




4 


2 


4 * 















1311 



V::Priyite 2*yedr \ . 

Private 4 -year ' • 

-labile 

vPrivjate yoc-tech. or bus. sch, 
- Home study (correspondcqrice) 

Other /.^ . . . 

Other schools attencwd : 1311 
Attended a third school 



82 

2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 



87 
2 
1 
2 
1 
2 
3 

ir 



^ 1 

^ 2 



8S 

. 2 
1 
2- 
;2.:. 
2 
3 
2 
2 



22; 



23. 



■Activity at time of decision 
to attend this school 
(single best response) 
Working full time ' 
Working part time 
» Going to school W 
Unable to find employment: 
In. the military service 
Keeping hpuse, child care 
Other 

Distance from school at time 
of, decision! to attend 

Leiss than 10 miles ^ 
-10-25 miles .■■ : ^, 

t — 26-100 M . ; 

More , than 100 miles 



1341 



1385 

V 



60 
8 
12 
14 
2 
0 
3 



38 
30 
17 
IS 



35 
8 

13 

14 
0 

25 
5 



49 
32 
16 
.3 



43 
8 

13 

14 
1 

16 
4 



46 
31 
16 

7 



51 

a 4 

?6 
9 



48 
32 
17 
3 



.61 
31 
7 
1 



51 4 

30 3. 

19 :32 

0 61 



24 . 



2 Si. 



How did you learn about this 
school? (multiple respojnses) 1386 
.. Parents . " ' ' 

■Friends who had attended % 

H.S. counselor, or teacher 

Advertisement 
. School representative 

Public agency _ ■ ) 
.;• Other ; ■ \ ■■ ' 

Importance o£ reasons to . 
Attend this school : . ' . 
Locatioh.of school , ■ 1272 

Very imp.ortao.t . 

.Somewhat important; J, 
Not important ' " , 
Convenient starting date 1212 

:\tory important 

. 

V Not ■itoporW 

Offer, of fitiancial assistance 1184 

Very important ^^^^^ •; . . 
; Somewhat importani' 

■-'■■Ndt'-; important^^ 



28 
34 
22 
16 



5 


... 5. ■ 


■ s^ . 


14 


3 


7 


■ '« . 
2 


2 


6 


32 . 


: 35- 


34 


49 


21 


44 


45 


12 


40 


6 : 


' 8 " ■ 


7 


9 


• 6 


> 7 


4 


1- 


9 


32 


39 


■ ■•■ 37 


11 


32 


39 


21 


78 


43 


17 


..■v-s" 


9 


0 


13 


3 


24 ■ 


14 


6 


10 


12 


U 


• 6 


• 23 


2 


2 


y:- 1 ■ 


5 


14 


12 


13 


31 


12 i. 


9 


26 


9 

' ■■■V 


14 


26 


42 


36 


29 


36 


49 


30 


52 ■■ 


26 


37 


32 




57 


32 


31 


26 


30 


39 


37 


26 


50 : 


14 


32 


20 


44 


38 ' 


34 


34 ■ 


41 


38 


41 


46- 


32 


30 


40 


36 




CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS v ' 
ENROLLED PSIDENT PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS : 
IN ILLINOIS 

Summary of Data ^ 

\ 



. Item 
> Description 



\ 



Response 



26. 



27. 



28. 



*9; 



Specialized program * 1190 

/ ; Very important - ; 

' ^Somewhat important 

Not important 
Reputation "of the schobi !" 1218 

Very impprtant 

Somewhat" important 
" Not important V 
Length of time requited 1185 

Very important . * 

Somewhat important \ ^ 

Not important . 
Job placement ability » .1208 

Very impo^tant^ 

Somewhat important 

Not important 
Cost of the program 1197' 
: Vgry important 

Somewhat important' 

Not important . 
Emphasis, practical trailing 1222/ 

Very important 

Somewhat important V ■ .-'.^ 

Not important';/ 

Most, important goal in - 

attending this school \ 1350- 

Obtain skills: 'find a job 
\/ New skills: * change -jobs 

New skills: job promotion a 
■ Self -improvement 
-.Other 

Enrolled^ as : >s^ ^ ■1376 
Fujl-t4me student 
Part:time student * 

Attend classes, primarily in: *L388 
.Day ■ . ■ ■.. . ■ / ■ > ■-. . 

Evening / , ^ . "® 

Day and eV^ning . ; 

Presently living: 1385 
With parents Or relatives 
In own home or apartment. 

. In school-provided housing 
Other . ■; 




Percentage 



28 
33 
39 



44 

33 
23 



39 
33 
29 



T)rpe of School 



B 



35 
41 
24 



64 
26 
10 

45 

19 

SO 
31 

.19: 

58 
24- 
18 

39 

30' 

32 



26 ^17 
18 3 15 



64 ' 

22 

14 

42. 
34 
25 

-47 
27 

26, 

51 
31 
18 



76 
1« 
8 

37 
31 
33 

45 
21 
3^ 

29 
33 
39. 



60 
34 

58 
32 
11 

33 
46 
22 

59 
30 
11 

38 
40' 
21 



, 63 
.24 

:U3:. 

65 
26 
9 

40 

33 
•27 

26 

■ 33. 
.41 



38 
33 



62 • 


76 


71 


82 


66 


78 


78 


67 


70 


26 


18 


21 


18 


25 


17 


16 


24 


, 19 


12 




8 ■ 


0 


'8 




6 . 


8 


12 


34 X 




'i- 














55 


48 


79 


51 


56 


32- 


35 


36 


22 - 


16 " 


18 ^ 


12 


.16 


17 ° 


11' 


45 


21 


13 * 


6 


8 


6 


11 


2 


19 


5- 


9 


26 


20 


22 ; 


3 


18 


20 


38 


12 


28 


..5.'' . 


■■3 . 


4^ 


0 • 


■ 3 . 


5 


0 


, 3 .: 


6 


6^ 


57 


61 


94 


73 


59 


32 


78 


46 


32 . 


43 


^39 . 


6 


27;,:'. 


41 


68 1 


22 , 


54 


57 


68 


64 '\ 


100 


68 


68 


9 


■66 ■ 


^2 


:36« 


27 


30 


0 


28 . 


23 


89 


14 


SZ 


.'7 .,, , ■ 


5 


6 


0 . 


4 


9. 


2 


.20 , 


6 


26 ^ ' 


36 


> ■ 

32 i 


31 


33 


35 


.15 


7 


35 


63 .'^ 


60 


61 


69, 


61 ' 


62 


85 


f 49 


54 


2 


'1 


2 


0 


■■:3 . 


U 


0 




3 


8 


•.4- 


5- 


0 ' 


4- 


^■■3 :. •■ 


0 


31 


S--8. 



.: CHAiyVCTER'iStlCS OF- STUDENTS. ^ 
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS 
V IN ILLINOIS^ 

^ ■ Simiinary of Data 



'cvj,;.-'., -- 



Item, 
^cription 



Response 



Percentage' 



Men Women. Total. 



o ■ '"^ype of School 



A B 



F - 



SO. 



31. 



32, 



33. 



Hours per week working while 
going tp school 1387 
None . , 

.:..-i.5 • .-.^ -'^^ 
• • 6L-ia . ■■ : .' 
11-15- ; ' i 

16-20 , 
. :. 21-25 
. ,J26-30 
^31-35 

More than 35 
Hours/week spent in school '.1385 

' -e-iOv." • 

11-15 V • 
16-20 
21-25 
2(5-30 

31-35 . * ■ ■ 

More than 35 . . 

Services wkich are or would be. 

helpfuif (mwtiple answers) , 1246 
Fxnanciair aid counseling 
.'Finding ^ place to live 
Finding a day-caret center 
Finding a part-time jb^ 
Job placement after jgrad. 

Would like vto have help in:^ 1116 

fiducat ional rvocat ional . plan 
, .Expressing ideas in writing 

Improvixig reading skills 

Improving study skills 

Improving jnath skills 

Personal counseling . 



34 . Tuition § fees for program 
$ ' 1- 500 
$ 501-1^000 
$1,001-1,500 
$1,501-2,000 
$2,Obl-2;500- ■ 
$2,5.01-3,000 : . 
More, than $5,000v . 



1324 



35* Length of the program 
' . : 3 months !or less 
4-6 months 
7-9 "^nonths 
.; 10-12 months ..: 
. : 13-18 moniKs, 
H . ^^9-24^ m^^ . 

Mo fie than 2 years 



137 2 





























. 










40 


57. 


51" \ 


71 


53 


65 


11 


66 


38 


5 


2 




■3 


2 


2 


4 


0 


3 


3 


. 4- 


1 • 


6 , 


4 


2 


■0 


6 


3 


2 


2 


2 


. 6 


2 


. 2 


0 


1 ' 


3 


•4 


3 


4 


0 


3 


■■. •■3 ■ 


2 


. 3 


5 


2 


4 , 


3 


3 


3. 


4 


2 


1 


3 


-2 




• 3 


0 


3, 


2 


' 4 


: 0 


5 


2 


4' 


3 


0 


2 


4 


• 0 


1 


6 


43 


20 ■ 


28 

■J 


11 


27 


16 




23 


34' 


13 


.16 


15 


0 


17 


. ■!■ 


94 


0 


14 


20 


19 


19 


b 


24' 


: 6 


2 


12 . 


v31 


13 


6 ' 


"8 


0 


12 


. 6. 


2 


.0 


7 


14 


9 


11 


0 


8 


9. 


. -2 


22 


17 


5 


9- 


8 


6 


9 


12 


0 


4 


4 


7 


12 


10^ 


6 


14 


11 


0 


' 0 


6 


11 


11 


1^ 


9 


11 


16" 


0 


0 


11 


16 


/19 


IS 


80 


5 


38 . 


' d 


62 


10: 




27 
7 
7 
21 
77 



26 
22 
32. 
.38 
,29 
19 



26 
3 
11 
34 
74 



19 
16 
31 
53 
34 
16 



31 


31 


31 


26' 


' ■^J7 ■ 


33 


.14 


. 14 ■ 


.14 


10 


• 8 


9 


5 : 




' S 


7 




. -4- 


7 


J:-] 3 ■ ;■■ 


4 


43 


1^ ' 




5 


15 , 


/ 12 


10'. 


26 


/ 20 


"9 


18 1 


15 


6 


-■7 a/ 


. 7 


9 ., 


■ -6 1/ 


■ 7 


18 


13 


15 



^ 0 

V 0 
a 
94 

6 

0 
0 



25 
8 

. 7 
'23 
78 



20 
24 
37 
40 
35 
16 



22 
24 
15^ 
k11 

li 

.8 
7 



16 
25 

9 
7 

,'7 
12 



29 
5 
12 
20 
72 



23 
22 
33 
44 
24 
21 



21 

a 

3 
0 
83 



21 
32 
24 
21 
18 
21 



; .8 ^ 28 

10 0 8 

1 3 

21.;. 2h 

98 80 



22 H^9(5 



58 

.4 
I 

0 



1 

2 
28. 
28 

ii 

V 8 
21 



42 
19 
28 
4 

.6 

: Z- 



13 
19 
41 
34 
13 
19 



3 
12 
72 
12 

■ 0' 
\ 1 
- 0 



98 
0 

"0; 



43 
16 
24 
27- 
27 
18 



44- 
.25 
•8 
12 
2 
- 2- 
v6 



55 
4 
9 
6 



v;^.2-:;o;^-2'; 

^^>;i-..i7- 



61 



Item 
Description 



Response 

. N 



Percentage 



Men Women Total 



Type of School 



?36i 



37. 



Anoiint. of program completed 
(at^ the time of the study) 

One -fourth or less 
• One-half or less . > . 
Three-fourths or less- 
More thain three-fourths - 

Certainty of pc<;upation^l 

choice : 

V' : Very. -sure, --vr- . 

Fairly sure 

Not. at all. sure 



1348 



38. 



SiatisfaCtibn with choice 

program of study 

/Very satisfied 
Fairly satisfied 
Not satisfied' . 



of 



39. 



Adequacy of prese^nt 

Very, poor * • 
• JBeloW average : , 
:^erage. : 
.;Good ' ^ ' 
Excellent 



scHool 
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' 1-572 
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40. 
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41. 



42.-' 



How° likel'^ to comp'lete this 
prbgrain • . 

Very likely 

Unsure • I. ' 

Not likely \ 



Which o£ the following are" / 
heipihg tb pay. school cos'tiS^ ^1363 

BEOG or SEOg S ' r ^ ^ ^ 

f Veteran's benefits 

DVR or Social Security ' 

CETA (MDTA) ; 
' ^:St,ate Guaranteed" Lbian 

"V:n»si/ :;:. ..> ■■' ■ / "^ .., 

. " School loan or» def erred pmt . 

Other -lp*hs^-v:----' ' ^- •. * 

V Federal-:wptk-study pro 

Parents^; 'spou§.e, "relative / 
•; ' and j,incoine 

.■•:'otheiv^-.*j. : - 
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40. 
33 
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10 
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36 
27 
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11 
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25 
37 
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11 



; 0 
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29 
54 
14 



(97. 
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1:9 • p. 

5 10 jfe 
33 ■27\^''^4 
39v 34 34 
22 20 60 



84 91 
14' 8 
2 1 



96 
2 
2 



instruction at 
, preSeftt ;5 to instruction 

';;,,iia.f%j;gh-ij;*ph6i<)l ■ . ;■ ; . . 

' 'v ;^^ch Wbr s e than tf^s. ■ '? • 

5''*^ jM»bujt. the : same as . h.s .: '■ ' . • 
^jSliih^-y- hfett er • than h . sV 
ilu^lfi^feiefctl^^^ h.^ . 4 
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15 
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rCHARACTfiklST I6S OF STUD 
ENROLLED IN RESIDgjnifPROPRIET: 




S7v 



I t em • 
Description 



Response 

■ .N 



Percentage 



Men Women Total 



^ ^"^ype of School 



. 43 i Rating of dhances of getting. a . 
. job after, completing school 1313 
Pretty, good 

■.."/Average . ' ' 
0^ Not too good 

44.. Immediate occupational goal 976 
Managerial . 
. Professional : 
; ''Sales . 
»: Technical 
. Se^Jtiiskilled 
■ _ Skilled trades ' ; '/ ' 
. Small busing or fafm 

supervisor or pub. official 
Unskilled 

Housewife/househusband ^ 
Long-range occupational goal 1008 
Managerial 
Professional 
Sales : 

TecKnical . 
Semiskilled ■ ' ' ^ 

Skilled trades ^ 
Small business or f^rm j**" 
Supervisoi; or piib. official 
Unskilled 

Housewife/househusband 

45. Highest level of education 
. . expected: .to complete 1310 
High school, diploma 
Vocational/technical prog. 
, Business school diploma 
Two-year college degree 
Bachelor ^s degree 
Master's degree ' . ' 

Prof essional--PhD,MD,JD, etc. 
Other . : , 

, 46i Most pfobabi.e future choice 

of school (one response). 1288 
; .f Public 2 -year college 
■ ■. • Privat^e 2ryear college 
* ; ' Publi<^ 4-year college; 

iPrivate 4ryear college . r 

* Public voc.-techi : school 
-^.rivate voc-.tech. /bus. school 
. Home study (corrbspondenc^O 

' : 0 Other . ^ 
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CHARACTERISTieS OF STUDENTS 
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT 'PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS 
, V : ■ : IN ILLINQIS • : ; 

Sugary of Data * - 



-■:•;^;;;■5i.■;;^;■:■5^ 



.'■"Item- 
Description 



Response 




Percentage 



Type of Schoql 



B 



47v- 



Annual income before 'entering . 
present school . -. 1198 
Noi: wojrking . ; 

Less than $3,000 - - 
3,000-$ 5,999 
.6,ffb0-$ 7,499 
7,500-$ 8,999 
9,000-|lI,999 
. Il2,0d0-$14,999 
Il5;000-$l9,999 
$20,000 and over 
Annual ihcome expected after 



48. 



•3-5 years 

Not working 
. Less than $3,000 
. $ 3jOOJD-$ 5,999 

$ 6,000-$ 7,499 

$ 7., 500-$ 8,999 

$ 9,000-$ll,999 
- $12,0a0-$14,999 

. $15,000^$1?,999 
$20,000 and over 

. , Importance of sele< ?t^d; job- 
characteristics : 
Co-wotkers ' 
Not important 
Somewhat important 
Important 
r^-ry impo?. I h 7^1 
Independence \ 
. Not important 
■ Somewhat important 
Important J 
Very important 
r-Intetest ' * 

Not important 
Somewhat important 
important . 
Very important 
Job security 
Not important : 
Somewhat important 
Important 
V Very, important. 
. .Responsibility 
Not important 
Somewhat important 
* Important 
Very limportaht 
.•• Pay 

Not important 
Somewhat important 
' ■ ' Important 

Very important:: 
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